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Bigots and Bigotry 


Regarding your online article “State-man- 
dated ‘Sexual Brainwashing’ Begins in Cali- 
fornia Schools” (posted January 6), which is 
about a requirement that California schools 
positively portray homosexuals in every 
grade, it strikes me that ignorant, judgmen- 
tal liberals have turned reality upside down 
when it comes to homosexuality. 

Someday people are going to look back 
at these weird times and wonder how pro- 
homosexual people got away with offending 
people of color by comparing the bigotry and 
oppression blacks faced to homosexuals who 
voluntarily engage in sexually aberrant be- 
havior. There simply is no valid comparison. 

They’ ll also wonder how pro-homosexual 
people got away with comparing physiologi- 
cally unnatural behavior that has negative 
health consequences to physiologically natu- 
ral heterosexual behavior. For example, male 
homosexuals have an above-normal anal can- 
cer rate, and lesbians have an above normal 
breast cancer rate. They’ll also wonder how 
pro-homosexual people could label decent 
and moral people opposed to so-called “gay 
rights” (sad wrongs) as bigots, especially 
when it is pro-homosexual people who of- 
fend blacks with bogus comparisons and lash 
out at people who adhere to reasonable moral 
values. Where does the true bigotry lie? 

Someday in the future people are going 
to look back at this “politically correct” era 
and just scratch their heads, wondering why 
so many people let judgmental liberal bigots 
impose their liberal prejudices on them. 

WAYNE LELA 
Sent via e-mail 


Intolerance and Raw Milk 


After reading the article “Raw Milk Man- 
dates” (January 23 issue), I want to bring up 
an important, yet widely unknown, aspect 
about raw dairy and the importance of its 
availability to the public. I have what is com- 
monly referred to as “lactose intolerance” — 
milk, cheese, and ice cream cause me lots of 
intestinal suffering — and lactaid/lactase en- 
zyme supplements just don’t help. Raw dairy 
products are the only dairy products I am able 
to eat without experiencing unpleasant diges- 
tion problems. After three years of research, I 
happened upon an Internet discussion group 
about food sensitivities. Most of those with 
lactose intolerance were consuming raw dairy 
and doing just fine. A mom with two lactose- 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


intolerant children, for example, was now able 
to provide them with the essential calcium 
found in milk, plus the vitamins, enzymes, and 
probiotics that pasteurization destroys, and ho- 
mogenization changes structurally. 

Since I can tolerate raw dairy products 
with no problems, but do experience prob- 
lems when I eat pasteurized, homogenized 
dairy products, then am I actually “lactose 
intolerant,” or “pasteurized, homogenized 
dairy” intolerant? 

AIMEE WILLIAMS 
Midland, Texas 


CLARIFICATION: In the Inside Track of 
February 6, we said that “voters are 
shocked by Santorum’s voting record 
in the Senate on issues such as sup- 
port for unconstitutional gun control.” 
In the March 19 issue, we said, “San- 
torum consistently voted in favor of 
the Second Amendment's right to keep 
and bear arms.” This has understand- 
ably created some confusion for read- 
ers. Santorum does have an A+ rating 
from the National Rifle Association’s 
Political Victory Fund from his time in 
Congress, but the National Association 
for Gun Rights had this to say: 


In the 90s, he voted to support 
the Lautenberg Gun Ban, which 
stripped law-abiding gun owners of 
their Second Amendment rights for 
life, simply because they spanked 


their children or did nothing more 
than grab a spouse’s wrist. 

He voted for a bill in 1999 dis- 
guised as an attempt to increase 
penalties on drug traffickers with 
guns ... but it also included a 
provision to require federal back- 
ground checks at gun shows. 

In 2000, Santorum voted to force 
pawn shops to require a back- 
ground check on anyone coming 
into the store to sell a firearm. 

And then he voted with gun-con- 
trolling Democrats Dianne Feinstein 
and Frank Lautenberg to mandate 
locks on handguns in 2005. 


One can be against domestic violence 
while still recognizing that federal con- 
trol in this area is not enumerated in 
the Constitution. Also, the Gun Owners 
of America gave Santorum a B- rating. 
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Defense Boss Panetta Touts “North America” After Canada Meetings 


U.S. Defense Secretary Leon Panetta met with his Canadian and 
Mexican counterparts in Ottawa in late March for the first ever 
“Trilateral Meetings of North American Defense Ministers.” The 
meetings sparked more concerns over the erosion of national sov- 
ereignty and continued “integration” of the three governments 
into a continental regime analysts have dubbed the “North Ameri- 
can Union.” 

After the two-day gathering, the three defense chiefs promised 
in a press release to increase their cooperation in dealing with 
supposed continental threats. They also vowed — despite the 
U.S. posse comitatus law generally prohibiting involvement of 
the armed forces in domestic law enforcement — to explore more 
ways to support “security” agencies and collaborate on responses 
to natural disasters. 

According to the statement released after the summit, “trans- 
national threats” necessitate “transnational responses.” As such, 
more integration is supposedly needed. 

“By virtue of our geography, our peoples, and 
our trading relationship, our three nations share 
many defense interests,” the defense bosses 
claimed in a joint statement. “Threats to North 
America and the hemisphere are increasingly 
complex and require non-traditional responses. 
Building upon the trilateral collaboration under 
the North American Leaders Summit process, 
we share a determination to enhance our com- 
mon understanding of those threats and of the 
approaches needed to address them.” 

One of the main focuses of the controver- 
sial summit, according to officials and reports, 
was ever-closer cooperation in the increasingly 
costly, unpopular, and deadly so-called “war on 
drugs.” In Mexico, some 50,000 people have 


been killed in recent years as the military joined the battle. 
American taxpayers, meanwhile, have financed much of the 
unconstitutional “war.” 

“Our countries are committed to working together to address 
challenges in the region. We know that transnational threats re- 
quire transnational responses,” the three claimed. “With this in 
mind, we have agreed to enhance our cooperation to support ef- 
forts to counter transnational criminal organizations and to re- 
spond to natural disasters in the hemisphere.” 

The “historic” meetings in Ottawa, Panetta said, offered an 
“unprecedented opportunity” to adopt a “common approach” to 
what he described as “continental security.” “I think all of us 
think today has been an important day because I think all of us 
recognize the importance of dealing with this threat to North 
America, this threat to security, this threat to our people,” he 
claimed, referring to the drug war. 


U.S. Secretary 
of Defense, 
Leon Panetta 


“Curveball” Reiterates Confession About Iraq War Lies 


On April 1 the London Independent newspaper published the 
words from a video confession of the Iraqi most responsible for 
false intelligence reports that brought the United States to war 
with Iraq. “We went to war in Iraq on a lie. And that lie was 
your lie,” the interviewer said to Rafid Ahmed Alwan al-Janabi — 
codenamed “Curveball.” Al-Janabi replied simply: “Yes.” 

“Tt was a confidence trick that changed the course of history,” 
the Independent explained, “with Rafid Ahmed Alwan al-Janabi’s 
lies used to justify the Iraq war.” Al-Janabi’s reports were the 
highlight of sensational reports of Iraqi mobile biological weap- 
ons laboratories in Colin Powell’s speech to the United Nations 
on February 5, 2003, a speech filled with falsehoods about al- 
leged Iraqi nuclear and biological programs, which later proved 
to have been dormant for a decade. “My main purpose,” al-Janabi 
said without apology, “was to topple the tyrant in Iraq because the 
longer this dictator remains in power, the more the Iraqi people 
will suffer from this regime’s oppression.” 


Al-Janabi, who had fled Iraq after being charged for common 
theft, acknowledged he was simply telling the war-hungry White 
House what it wanted to hear, telling the Independent that “intel- 
ligence was being worked to fit around the policy.” Al-Janabi had 
fled to Germany in 1999 on a tourist visa and initially told Ger- 
man immigration officials the truth that he had embezzled money 
from the Iraqi television station where he worked, but was able to 
speed up the asylum process when he started weaving tales about 
witnessing mobile biological weapons laboratories. 

The interview published in the Independent was not the first 
time al-Janabi had admitted to lying about Iraqi biological weap- 
ons programs. He also confessed to the London Guardian back in 
February of 2011 that he had lied: “I did this and I am satisfied, 
because there is no dictator in Iraq anymore.” As in the Indepen- 
dent piece this year, al-Janabi expressed no remorse for causing 
the war that resulted in the deaths of some 100,000 Iraqis, as well 
as thousands of American and British soldiers. 


INSIDE TRAGK... 


National Defence and the Canadian Forces 


In its arguments before the Supreme Court, the Obama adminis- 
tration claimed that the U.S. government has the power to man- 
date the purchase of healthcare insurance based on the Commerce 
Clause, which grants Congress the power “to regulate Commerce 
with foreign Nations, and among the several States, and with the 
Indian Tribes.” (Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitution). 
Of course, the Commerce Clause provides no such power — if the 
clause is interpreted based on original intent. The clause, former New 
Jersey Judge Andrew Napolitano has noted, was written to “protect 
the freedom to trade, Madison used the word ‘regulate,’ which to 
him and his colleagues meant ‘to keep regular.’ So, the Constitu- 
tion delegated to Congress the constitutional power to keep interstate 
commerce regular by prohibiting state tariffs, and it did so.” 
Madison’s own words confirm that point. In an 1829 letter, 
the man known as “the Father of the Constitution” wrote that the 
regulatory power delegated to Congress “grew out of the abuse 
of the power by the importing States in taxing the non-importing, 
and was intended as a negative and preventive provision against 
injustice among the States themselves, rather than as a power to 
be used for the positive purposes of the General Government, 
in which alone, however, the remedial power could be lodged.” 
In 1791, Thomas Jefferson observed regarding the Commerce 
Clause: “For the power given to Congress by the Constitution 
does not extend to the internal regulation of the commerce of a 
State, (that is to say of the commerce between citizen and citi- 
zen,) which remain exclusively with its own legislature; but to its 


external commerce only, that is to say, its commerce with another 
State, or with foreign nations, or with the Indian tribes.” 

Over the years, the Commerce Clause has been stretched way 
beyond original intent to include everything from wage and price 
controls to how much wheat a farmer may grow. But how about 
requiring the purchase of a product or service — say, health insur- 
ance? At one point during the Supreme Court hearings on Obama- 
Care in the end of March, Justice Antonin Scalia suggested that if 
the federal government can define the healthcare market broadly 
enough to declare that everyone is in it and thus may be required 
to buy health insurance, then it might at some point declare that, 
because everyone is in the food market, Congress may “regulate” 
that market by requiring people to “buy broccoli.” 


ObamaCare Has a $17 Trillion Unfunded Liability, Sen. Sessions Says 


“IT was floored by what we discovered,” Senator Jeff Sessions 
(R-Ala.) said March 30 on the Senate floor. 

Sessions, ranking member of the Senate Budget Committee, 
had asked his staff to compute the long-term costs of the Patient 
Protection and Affordable Care Act (ObamaCare). After three 
months of combing through the hundreds of pages of the law 
and comparing their expected costs to the United States’ fiscal 
outlook for the next 75 years — just as the 
government currently does for other pro- 
grams such as Social Security and Medicare 
— Sessions’ staff estimated that ObamaCare 
has created a $17 trillion unfunded liability 
for the U.S. government. 

No wonder the Senator was “floored.” 
President Barack Obama, after all, had 
promised that his healthcare overhaul would 
not add “one dime” to the federal deficit. 
Yet clearly, if changes are not made to fu- 
ture federal budgets, either by raising more 
revenue or by reducing spending elsewhere, 
ObamaCare will add $17 trillion to the na- 
tional debt. 

Sessions said the unfunded liabilities arose 
from two provisions of ObamaCare. First, 


Jeff 
Sessions 


he stated, the insurance “premium subsidy programs” have cre- 
ated $12 trillion in unfunded obligations: Because the authors of 
ObamaCare knew their mountains of mandates would drive up 
the cost of insurance, they subsidized insurance premiums to soft- 
en the blow. Second, with the addition of millions of Americans 
to the Medicaid rolls, that program now presents an additional $5 
trillion in unfunded obligations, according to Sessions. 

Well aware that critics would view his $17 
trillion figure as something cooked up out of 
pure partisanship, with the worst always as- 
sumed so as to increase the final total, Ses- 
sions took pains to assure Americans that his 
staff had, in fact, used “the administration’s 
own optimistic assumptions and claims about 
the law” and “the models that are used by 
the Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Ser- 
vices” in making their calculations. That, he 
averred, means that “the unfunded liability is 
almost certainly not going to be less than $17 
trillion but, if any more of the administra- 
tion’s claims unravel — as so many already 
have — the cost of the program’s unpaid for 
obligation will rise radically higher than $17 
trillion.” Hi 
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Summing Up Reasons to Leave Afghanistan 

“We won the war. We toppled the Taliban. We got rid of Osama bin Laden. 
Now, we have an ally that disrespects us, who disparages us, who is open- 
ly confrontational to us. At this point, it’s time to come home.” 

Joining with only one other Republican and 22 Democrats, Senator Rand 
Paul (R-Ky.) gave reasons for bringing the troops home in a March 7 let- 
ter sent to President Obama. 


Insulting the Koran Considered a Worse Crime Than Mass Murder 
“To Muslims, and especially to Afghans, religion is [a] much higher con- 
cern than civilian or human casualties. When something happens to their veliigne they are much more 
sensitive and have a much stronger reaction to it.” 

Hafez Abdul Qayoom, a member of Afghanistan’s highest clerical body, responded to inquiries 
about the seemingly mild response of fellow Afghanis in the aftermath of the killing of 17 by a U.S. 
Army soldier. 


Uganda’s Homosexuals Sue American Missionary 

“That’s ridiculous. I’ve never done anything in Uganda except preach the Gospel and speak my opinion 
about the homosexual issue.” 

He hasn’t been in Uganda since 2009, when he did speak to local groups about homosexuality, but 
Scott Lively now faces a suit that accuses him of being the instigator of a proposed law that would 
institute the death penalty for homosexuality. Lively is the co-author 
of the 1995 book The Pink Swastika, which shows the Nazi Party was 
dominated by homosexuals. 


Hungary’s Leader Blasts European Union Dominance 

“We will not be a colony. Hungarians won’t live according to the com- 
mands of foreign powers, and they won’t give up their independence or 
their freedom.” 

Comparing EU rule to what his nation experienced for decades under 
Soviet occupation, Hungarian Prime Minister Viktor Orban addressed 
his remarks to more than 100,000 gathered outside the Parliament build- 
ing in Budapest. 
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Illinois Leaders Have a Curious Record 

“Rod Blagojevich is the fourth Illinois governor in recent memory to be imprisoned.” 

Writing in the New York Times, Monica Davey reminded readers that Blagojevich sought to sell the 
position of U.S. Senator Barack Obama. The law states that he had the power to name a successor when 
then-Senator Obama became President. 


Aide Provides a Look at Candidate Romney That Unsettles the 
Former Massachusetts Governor 

“You hit a reset button for the fall campaign. Everything changes. It’s 
almost like an Etch A Sketch — you can kind of shake it up, and we start 
all over again.” 

After being close to Mitt Romney for more than a decade, Eric Fehrn- 
strom provided an ideal symbol to characterize his boss, who has long 
been described by many as a “flip-flopper” on important issues. 


Who’s the Most Dangerous? 
“T think this man [Obama] really does believe he can change the world, 
and people like that are infinitely more dangerous than mere crooked 
politicians.” 
The author of more than 30 books, syndicated columnist Dr. Thomas Sowell has been associated with 
the Hoover Institution at Stanford University since 1980. Generally considered to be a Libertarian, his 
stand against Obama is not surprising to anyone who has followed his work. 

— COMPILED BY JOHN F. McManus 


Fehrnstrom 
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A Result of U.S. Foreign,Policy 


It has been claimed that U.S. foreign policy could not be intentionally designed to do a better 
job of liquidating Mideast Christians than is happening nowadays — it’s likely true. 


by Alex Newman 


sia Bibi is a mother of five chil- 
A dren and a devout Christian. She 

is also on death row — for “blas- 
phemy.” And incredibly, she lives under a 
government that receives billions of U.S. 
taxpayer dollars every year: Pakistan, one 
of the top recipients of American foreign 
aid. Over the last 10 years, the Pakistani 
regime has raked in well over $20 billion 
from U.S. taxpayers. 

Meanwhile, the government has been 
brutally persecuting and oppressing the 
sizeable Christian minority. Indeed, the 
Pakistani regime consistently ranks as 
among the worst in the world in terms of 


10 


persecution. And according to senior U.S. 
officials, Pakistan’s “intelligence” services 
have even been collaborating with terrorist 
groups to attack American targets. 
Almost three years ago, Bibi was work- 
ing as a farmhand when she apparently 
got into an argument with some Muslim 
women also working in the fields. Her co- 
workers alleged that she “defamed” the 
Islamic prophet, Mohammed. She insists 
she merely defended her own faith and was 
falsely accused because of existing animos- 
ity. That’s when the tragic ordeal began. 
Hearing that a Christian woman made 
a derogatory remark about Mohammed, a 
furious mob led by a local cleric promptly 
descended on Bibi’s home. According to 


news reports, her family was beaten and 
tortured by the outraged local residents. 
They sexually assaulted Bibi, put a noose 
around her neck, and almost killed her. 

When police finally arrived, they res- 
cued the family — temporarily, at least 
— before charging Bibi with a capital 
offense: blasphemy. She was ultimately 
arrested, and has been in jail ever since. 
Her family went into hiding to avoid being 
murdered by vigilantes. “My children,” 
she wrote in a letter to her family, pub- 
lished in a book about her ordeal, “don’t 
lose courage or faith in Jesus Christ.” 

In November of 2010, Bibi, also known 
as Aasiya Noreen, was sentenced to execu- 
tion by hanging. She has been in a tiny 
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prison cell for years — in deplorable con- 
ditions and complete isolation — awaiting 
an appeal with a higher court. But even 
if she is freed, countless religious leaders 
have vowed to murder her — there is al- 
ready a bounty on her head. 

And Bibi was not the only victim. As 
her case attracted international attention, 
Salmaan Taseer, the Governor of Punjab, 
spoke out in defense of Bibi and against 
Pakistan’s brutal blasphemy laws. He paid 
for his activism with his life. In January 
of last year, he was murdered by a mem- 
ber of his own security detail. Hundreds 
of Muslim scholars and clerics praised the 
assassination, and more than a thousand 
lawyers rushed to the killer’s defense. Tas- 
eer’s son was kidnapped by Jihadists later 
that year. 

Two months after the assassination, 
Pakistani Minister of Minority Affairs 
Shahbaz Bhatti — the only Christian Min- 
ister in the regime — was also murdered. 
His killers left leaflets at the crime scene 
indicating that they assassinated him for 
opposing the blasphemy law. 

Just this March, another mother, 26 
years old, was reportedly taken into cus- 
tody on “blasphemy” charges. More than 
a few Christians have been executed by 
vigilantes after being charged. 

“A close examination of the cases re- 
veals the blasphemy laws are often in- 
voked to settle personal scores, or they 
are used by Islamist extremists as cover to 
persecute religious minorities, sadly with 
the help of the state under these laws,” 
noted Pakistanis for Peace founder Man- 
zer Munir, saying there had been almost 
1,000 cases of “blasphemy” since the 
death penalty was adopted as a punish- 
ment for it in 1986. 

The U.S. government, of course, knows 
very well that it is bankrolling the atroci- 
ties. “Pakistan continues to be responsible 
for systematic, ongoing, and egregious 
violations of freedom of religion or be- 
lief,” noted the U.S. Commission on In- 
ternational Religious Freedom in its 2011 
annual report. And conditions continue to 
deteriorate. 

Saudi Arabia, meanwhile, another close 


Firemen attempt to put out a blaze in a Cairo 
church as an angry Islamic mob protests, 
reportedly outraged over rumors of a mixed 
Muslim-Christian romantic relationship. 
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USS. “ally,” is also ranked as 
among the worst oppressors of 
Christians in the world, behind 
only Afghanistan and North 
Korea. And the hard-line Islam- 
ic dictatorship’s Grand Mufti 
— the highest-ranking Muslim 
cleric — recently claimed it 


According to some estimates, more 
than 150,000 Christians are murdered 
every year for their faith around the 
world. The vast majority of those — 
over three-fourths — are in Islamic- 


was “necessary to destroy all 
churches in the region.” 


TRILLIONS SPENT, 

AND FOR WHAT? 

After trillions of dollars and thousands 
of American lives were sacrificed by the 
U.S. government over the last decade 
intervening in the Middle East — the 
birthplace of Jesus Christ and Christian- 
ity — Christian communities are facing 
unprecedented struggles across most of 
the region. More than a few analysts have 
even called the systematic and growing 
persecution of Christians throughout 
much of the Muslim world an ongoing 
example of genocide. 

“Conditions for genocide against non- 
Muslim communities exist in varying 
degrees throughout the region stretching 
from Pakistan to Morocco. The crisis of 
survival for non-Muslim communities 
is especially acute in Iraq, Syria, Egypt, 
Sudan, the Palestinian territories, Iran and 
Pakistan,” explained Dr. John Eibner of the 
non-profit human-rights group Christian 
Solidarity International. “Millions of lives 


dominated nations. 


and the future of a religiously pluralistic 
civilization in the Middle East are at stake.” 

According to some estimates, more than 
150,000 Christians are murdered every 
year for their faith around the world. The 
vast majority of those — over three-fourths 
— are in Islamic-dominated nations. And 
in many cases, U.S. taxpayers are either 
subsidizing the slaughter by distributing 
billions to oppressive regimes, or worse, 
helping to create the conditions that allow 
the persecution to happen in the first place. 

One of the most frequent excuses of- 
fered to justify the persecution of Chris- 
tians by murderous regimes and the an- 
ti-Christian fanatics they enable is that 
believers in Christ are somehow acting as 
surrogates or proxies for Western interests 
— especially the U.S. government. After 
decades of meddling in the internal affairs 
of nations around the world — backing 
dictators, sparking revolutions, imposing 
sanctions, and more — America is widely 
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perceived as hostile and dangerous. Plus, 
as tyrants throughout history have learned, 
minorities make good scapegoats. 

The trend of linking local Christian 
populations to American foreign policy 
goes back decades. In 1970, for exam- 
ple, Iran’s Ayatollah Ruhollah Khomei- 
ni issued an official Islamic decree, or 
“fatwa,” accusing Iranian Christians of 
“working with American imperialists and 
oppressive rulers to distort the truths of 
Islam, lead Muslims astray, and convert 
our children.” The fatwa came while the 
Western establishment was still interven- 
ing on behalf of the Shah of Iran — lead- 
ing to widespread anti-American resent- 


ment — and after the Central Intelligence 
Agency sparked a coup d’état in 1953 
under the guise of fighting communism. 
More recently, U.S. government inter- 
vention in the region has been justified 
using a broad array of issues: supposed 
“Weapons of Mass Destruction” (WMDs), 
the terror war, regional security, trade, 
and vaguely defined “national interests.” 
But increasingly, American policymakers 
have been meddling in the Middle East 
under the guise of “spreading democra- 
cy.” And as analysts have noted, when the 
overwhelming majority of the population 
is Muslim, so-called “democracy” — or 
majority rule — does not generally bode 


Iraqi Christians mourn the murders of two priests and fellow parishioners in 2010, as the 
slaughter and exodus of the nation’s ancient Christian community continued to accelerate. 
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hristianity goes back almost 2,000 years in the land known today as Iraq. In fact, 
Assyrian Christians are often said to be the true indigenous people of the area. 
The devout communities there survived through centuries of invasion, perse- 


cution, and attempted extermination. Despite the never-ending onslaught, Christianity 
continued to thrive. Until “democracy” arrived, that is. 

In the wake of the U.S. invasion and occupation — which in 2007 the Congressional 
Budget Office estimated would cost U.S. taxpayers about $2 trillion — Christianity in 
Iraq might very well be fully eradicated. Reliable estimates found that about 1.4 million 
Christians lived in Iraq before 2003. Today, that number is less than 500,000, with some 
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well for Christians and other minorities. 
But to better understand the role of U.S. 
foreign policy in the ongoing and worsen- 
ing atrocities against Christians, it helps to 
examine the two nations where the Ameri- 
can government has been most involved 
over the last decade: Iraq and Afghanistan. 
According to experts like Chairman Leon- 
ard Leo of the U.S. Commission on Interna- 
tional Religious Freedom (USCIRF), an of- 
ficial advisory body, there is now a very real 
prospect that Christianity could be com- 
pletely wiped out in both countries. And in 
other nations — from Libya and Egypt to 
Pakistan and Syria — the effects of U.S. 
policies are producing similar fruit. 


experts claiming the true figure is actually 
around 200,000. In all, some two-thirds of 
the nation’s Christians have already fled 
or been killed. 

Despite making up just three percent 
of the population prior to the U.S. inva- 
sion, according to the UN High Commis- 
sioner for Refugees, Christians accounted 
for nearly half of the refugees by 2008. 
Much of the faithful remnant in Iraq is 
seeking a way out before the persecution 
gets even worse — and that is despite calls 
by numerous Iraqi church leaders for the 
Christian communities to remain in their 
homeland. 

Under the secular dictatorship of Sad- 
dam Hussein, Christians and other minori- 
ties were largely protected from Islamist 
violence and genocide — unlike in many 
areas of the Middle East. Indeed, the ty- 
rant’s socialist Ba’th Party was founded 
by Michel Aflag, an Orthodox Christian, 
and actually held “freedom of religion” as 
one of its core tenets. 

Of course, as is well documented, en- 
emies of the Iraqi regime were viciously 
persecuted and slaughtered. Despite the 
fact that the U.S. government once sup- 
ported the regime, Hussein has been 
properly characterized as a monster. But 
under the dictator’s iron fist, Christians 
worshipped openly throughout Iraq and 
were not treated any worse than Muslims 
or anyone else. 

Anti-Christian violence, prevalent 
across much of the Middle East, was not 
tolerated. Almost unprecedented in the 
entire region’s contemporary history: A 
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Catholic, Tariq Aziz, served as Iraq’s Dep- 
uty Prime Minister and Foreign Minister. 

Even before the United States invaded 
Iraq, the repercussions of overthrowing a 
secular dictator in the Middle East were 
glaringly obvious to analysts — then- 
President George W. Bush was even 
warned of the consequences by his own 
advisors. The public was alerted, too, 
or at least could have been had citizens 
taken the time to perform a simple online 
search. Just a few weeks before American 
forces invaded, analyst and political-sci- 
ence expert Glen Chancy, a member of the 
Orthodox Church, wrote a piece explain- 
ing exactly what was likely to happen to 
Christians in the wake of war. 

“This may come as a shock to many 
Americans, whose image of Saddam has 
been framed by comparisons to Adolf Hit- 
ler, but the prevalent fear among Assyrians 
[Christians], both in Iraq and abroad, is 
that what comes next after an American 
invasion will be worse,” he wrote. “Should 
the Assyrians be so concerned about being 
liberated by U.S. military power? If his- 
tory is our guide, they shouldn’t be afraid. 
They should be terrified.” 

Chancy made no effort to hide the mur- 
derous and barbaric nature of Saddam’s 
tyranny. But the Iraqi tyrant was brutal to 
all, and unlike under most Middle East- 
ern regimes, Christians in Iraq were doing 
very well. “Saddam’s regime has permit- 
ted a degree of free practice for Christians 
that is positively enviable compared to the 
situations experienced in such US. ‘allies’ 
as Pakistan and Saudi Arabia,” he noted. 
“Christmas and Easter decorations always 
abound, even in Baghdad, and attending 
church does not require an act of courage.” 

After the United States invaded, how- 
ever, everything changed. “The Assyrians 
have survived the coming of the Persians, 
the Arabs, and the Turks,” Chancy ob- 
served. “It remains to be seen if they will 
survive the coming of the Americans.” 
Unfortunately, as Chancy and countless 
other analysts warned, Christians did not 
fare well. With the fall of Hussein’s re- 
gime, Islamist militias vented their fury 
not just on the “infidel” invaders, but on 
local Christians, too. 

Businesses were seized, churches were 
bombed, women were raped, Sharia law 
was brutally enforced, and Christians, 
including women and children, were vi- 
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Former Iraqi tyrant Saddam Hussein, who, despite being generally brutal, was known for 
protecting Christians and minorities, sits in court three years after the U.S. invasion. 


ciously slaughtered. Muslim extremists 
throughout the nation and Kurdish nation- 
alists in northern areas — supposedly U.S. 
allies — all participated in the massacres 
and persecution. 

A year after the U.S. invasion, Chancy’s 
dire warnings had become reality. “In fact, 
the current policies of the Bush adminis- 
tration are threatening to absolutely dev- 
astate ancient and pious Christian com- 
munities whose blood will be on all our 
heads,” he observed in late 2004, saying 
the American people had become accom- 
plices in the slaughter and destruction of 
large segments of the world’s Christian 
population. 

“To deal with the subject honestly, it 
must be acknowledged that it almost ap- 
pears as if President George Walker Bush 
were waging a global war against Chris- 
tians,” he wrote. “Had President George 
W. Bush set out with the intentional goal 
of destroying the Christian population in 
Iraq, it is hard to see how he could have 
been more effective than he has been to 
date.” That was in 2004. 

Since then, the situation has deteriorated 
further. In October of 2010, for example, 
Islamic extremists under the banner of the 
“Islamic State of Iraq” attacked Our Lady 
of Salvation Syriac Catholic Cathedral in 
Baghdad. More than 50 Christians were 
murdered including two priests. The same 
church had already been bombed in 2004. 

In August of 2011, a series of appar- 


ently coordinated attacks on more than a 
dozen churches left over 65 dead. In 2006, 
a 14-year-old boy was reportedly cruci- 
fied. A priest was also beheaded. Chris- 
tian women and girls, meanwhile, are also 
among the victims, being routinely target- 
ed for rape and execution. 

The new U.S.-imposed “democracy” 
regime remains unable or unwilling to do 
much about the problem. Perpetrators are 
rarely brought to justice, and in more than 
a few cases, officials have been suspected 
of involvement. The brave Christians who 
remain in Iraq live in complete terror. 

“Why did they come? To do what? They 
came to give us freedom — the freedom 
to kill one another,’ Auxiliary Chaldean 
Bishop of Baghdad Shelmon Warduni 
told the Christian relief agency Aid to the 
Church in Need. Countless senior church 
figures have expressed similar thoughts in 
recent years. 

“Everybody hates the Christian. Yes, 
during Saddam Hussein, we were living 
in peace — nobody attacked us. We had 
human rights, we had protection from the 
government. But now, nobody protects 
us,” explained Archbishop Athanasios 
Dawood of the Syrian Orthodox Church, 
accusing the U.S. government of making 
empty promises. “Since 2003, there has 
been no protection for Christians. We’ve 
lost many people and they’ve bombed our 
homes, our churches, monasteries.” 

Top Vatican officials have pointed to the 
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tragedy facing Christians in Iraq as well. 
After blasting the “pre-emptive” U.S. war 
as a “crime against peace” before the in- 
vasion began, President of the Pontifical 
Council for Interreligious Dialogue Jean- 
Louis Tauran noted in a 2007 interview 
that Christians, “paradoxically, were more 
protected under the dictatorship.” 

Even the U.S. government’s own re- 
search confirms the ongoing tragedy. “In 
Iraq, members of the country’s smallest 
religious minorities suffer from targeted 
violence, threats, and intimidation, against 
which the government does not provide ef- 
fective protection,” noted the USCIRF in 
its 2011 annual report. “These violations 
are systematic, ongoing and egregious, 
and perpetrators are rarely identified, in- 
vestigated, or punished, creating a climate 
of impunity.” 

In fact, beyond failing to protect Chris- 


tians, the new regime installed by Western 
forces is actually part of the problem. “The 
smallest minorities also experience a pat- 
tern of official discrimination, marginaliza- 
tion, and neglect,” the report stated. “The 
violence, forced displacement, discrimina- 
tion, marginalization, and neglect suffered 
by members of these [Christian and other 
minority] groups threaten these ancient 
communities’ very existence in Iraq.” 
Analysts debate the causes of Christi- 
anity’s virtual extermination in Iraq under 
U.S. military occupation. Some say the 
American government was not prepared 
to deal with the situation. Others contend 
that it simply had other priorities and was 
not sufficiently concerned with the fate of 
Christians and minority groups. 
International relations and geopolitics 
analyst Lee Jay Walker, for example, 
wrote in the Seoul Times that “the de- 


s in Iraq, the history of 
A Christianity in Afghanistan 
is believed to go back almost 
2,000 years. According to numerous 
sources, the apostle Thomas set out 
for the region and preached the Gospel 
throughout several areas that are now 
part of modern-day Afghanistan and 
India. The so-called “Church of the 
East” thrived in the region for almost 
1,000 years until the arrival of strict Is- 
lamism in the 13th and 14th centuries 
resulted in the destruction of church- 
es and the attempted eradication of 
Christianity. Still, a small remnant of 
Christians is believed to have survived 
in Afghanistan over the centuries. 
The Afghan Taliban — largely 
armed and trained in the 1970s and 
1980s by the U.S. government and 


Taliban fighters, once armed and 
trained by the U.S. government, 
continue to persecute Christians, and 
the Western-backed regime of Hamid 
Karzai does the same. 
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struction of Christianity in Iraq is taking 
place because of misguided American 
policies and because the Christian com- 
munity is not deemed to be important.” 
No matter the reason, however, it is un- 
deniable that Christians in Iraq have suf- 
fered tremendously as a direct result of 
U.S. foreign policy. 

Meanwhile, the purpose of the war — 
WMDs, terror, democracy, freedom? — re- 
mains as elusive as ever. But the constitution 
of Iraq, imposed with Western assistance, 
has come under fire from around the globe. 
“Tslam is the official religion of the State 
and it is a fundamental source of legisla- 
tion,” it states. “No law that contradicts 
the established provisions of Islam may be 
established.” The document also enshrines 
big-government control over healthcare, 
education, employment, housing, and vir- 
tually every other sector. Hi 


its allies — was brutal when it finally 
seized power, especially to Christians. 
Once the coalition of Islamic extremists 
took over Kabul, it destroyed churches and 
viciously sought to stamp out Christian- 
ity. But despite the persecution, a sort of 
“underground” church continued to exist 
throughout the group’s murderous reign. 

According to the U.S. State Depart- 
ment, the hidden Christian minority in- 
side Afghanistan is estimated at between 
500 and 8,000 adherents. Other estimates 
place the number even higher, but it is im- 
possible to know — publicly admitting to 
be a Christian would be a death sentence. 
Thousands more live as exiles outside of 
the country. 

Incredibly, since the U.S. occupation 
began in 2001, experts say the situation 
for Christians in Afghanistan has not only 
failed to improve — it may have actually 
become worse. Even regular Afghans 
now associate Christians with the widely 
unpopular foreign occupation. And the 
new government is openly hostile to 
Christianity, which is, for all intents and 
purposes, illegal. 

Meanwhile, the Taliban continue to rule 
over vast swaths of the nation, waging 
“jihad” against any Christians they may 
discover — foreign or domestic. Plus, 
the Obama administration is desperately 
seeking to negotiate with the group in a 
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bid that could see it eventually restored to 
power. Hardly encouraging to U.S. troops 
or local Christians. 

Finally, the last remaining public 
Christian church in Afghanistan was de- 
molished in 2010. Apparently the courts 
refused to uphold Christians’ claim to the 
property. And the U.S.-backed regime has 
not issued a single new building permit for 
churches. 

Open Doors’ 2012 World Watch List, a 
yearly ranking of the worst regimes in terms 
of Christian persecution, ranked Afghani- 
stan as number two, up from third place the 
year before. The only nation worse than Af- 
ghanistan was the mass-murdering commu- 
nist dictatorship ruling North Korea, which, 
perhaps ironically, also receives significant 
amounts of aid from the U.S. government. 
Saudi Arabia came in third. 

For Afghanistan too, official U.S. enti- 
ties acknowledge the tragic situation. “The 
government’s level of respect for religious 
freedom in law and in practice declined 
during the reporting period, particularly 
for Christian groups and individuals,” 
noted the 2010 State Department Religious 
Freedom report almost a decade after U.S. 
forces invaded Afghanistan and overthrew 
the government. That decline came after 
President Obama’s military “surge,” too. 

“Negative societal opinions and suspi- 
cion of Christian activities led to targeting 
of Christian groups and individuals, in- 
cluding Muslim converts to Christianity,” 
the report noted. “The lack of government 
responsiveness and protection for these 
groups and individuals contributed to the 
deterioration of religious freedom.” 

In its 2011 report, the USCIRF reported 
similar findings. “Conditions for religious 
freedom remain exceedingly poor for mi- 
nority religious communities and dissent- 
ing members of the majority faith [Islam], 
despite the presence of U.S. armed forces 
in Afghanistan for almost 10 years and the 
substantial investment of lives, resources, 
and expertise by the United States and in- 
ternational community,” it noted, adding 
that even the government was prosecuting 
people for such “crimes” as apostasy and 
blasphemy. “The 2004 Afghan constitu- 
tion has effectively established Islamic 
law as the law of the land.” 

The new Afghan constitution, imposed 
with help from the U.S. government, 
states that “no law can be contrary to the 
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beliefs and provisions of the sacred reli- 
gion of Islam” — Islam being the “offi- 
cial” religion of Afghanistan. And because 
certain interpretations of the Koran call for 
executing those who leave Islam, the few 
remaining Christians live under perma- 
nent threat of martyrdom at the hands of 
the U.S. government-backed regime or the 
Taliban, America’s former ally. 

After a media broadcast showed Af- 
ghans being baptized, U.S.-backed “Presi- 
dent” Hamid Karzai vowed to hunt down 
the new Christians. Some 20 people were 
reportedly arrested. A series of official 
prosecutions of Christians and converts 
has indeed helped shine the international 
spotlight on the issue — putting global 
pressure on the regime to back down in a 


| ee 


= 
AP Images 


Libya was home to a large and thriving 
Christian community, generally protected 
by tyrant Moammar Gadhafi, until NATO 
partnered with known Islamic terrorists for 
“regime change.” 


few cases. But converts like Sayed Mussa, 
for example, have been imprisoned, raped, 
tortured, and prosecuted for their faith in 
Christ. Mussa and others like him were 
facing the death penalty, but massive 
global outcries may have saved their lives. 

Of course, the U.S.-subsidized persecu- 
tion has not gone unnoticed. Some Ameri- 
can officials have even complained. “We 
cannot justify taxpayer dollars going to a 
government that allows the same restric- 
tions on basic human rights that existed 
under the Taliban,” charged Rep. Trent 
Franks (R-Ariz.) and Rep. Doug Lamborn 
(R-Colo.) in a letter to then-U.S. Ambas- 
sador to Afghanistan Karl W. Eikenberry. 
So far, however, it appears that little has 
changed. Mf 


ibyan strongman Moammar Gad- 
L hafi was brutal to opponents, but 

his regime was largely secular in 
nature. The vast majority of his victims — 
especially in recent years — were hardline 
Islamic extremists seeking to overthrow 
his government and install a theocracy. 
The notorious al-Qaeda affiliate known 
as the Libyan Islamic Fighting Group 
(LIFG), for example, was a top enemy of 
Gadhafi and, until recently, the U.S. gov- 
ernment. 

As in most Islamic-dominated societ- 
ies, Christians did face restrictions. Evan- 
gelizing to Muslims, for example, was 
mostly prohibited. But Gadhafi was not 
normally openly hostile to the more than 
100,000 Christian faithful throughout the 
nation. In fact, he was actually on very 
friendly terms with the leader of Coptic 
Christianity, whom he offered an award in 
2003. The tyrant even gave Copts in Libya 
buildings to use as churches — for free. 

Then the war came. The coalition of 
“rebel” leadership working with Western 
forces to bring about “regime change” was 
made up of senior al-Qaeda personnel as- 
sociated with the LIFG, former Gadhafi 
officials, members of the Muslim Broth- 
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erhood, and other radicals — more than 
a few of whom publicly boasted of hav- 
ing battled American troops in Iraq and 
Afghanistan. The U.S. government knew, 
but helped arm and train them anyway. 
As the conflict grew, Christians promptly 
fled the nation en masse, fearing the worst. 
A few months into the conflict, Sylvester 
Magro, the Catholic bishop of Benghazi, 
told Reuters that his usual flock of around 
10,000 had been reduced to a few hundred. 
A Coptic priest said his congregation de- 
clined from more than 1,000 to about 40. 
It remains unclear how many might return. 
But thousands of black Christians and 
members of other non-Muslim communi- 
ties — mostly migrant workers — were 
trapped inside Libya between the warring 
factions. And they paid dearly. Observers 
called the persecution of blacks “ethnic 
cleansing” and even “genocide.” Thou- 
sands faced rape, torture, and execution. 
More recently, footage emerged of blacks 
in a cage being forced to eat flags as Lib- 
yan Islamists taunted them. After the U.S. 
government- and NATO-backed rebels 
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took over, the al-Qaeda flag even flew over 
the rebel headquarters in Benghazi. 
Meanwhile, as analysts warned, the 
war on Libya also offered unprecedented 
amounts of military weaponry to al-Qaeda 
and assorted radical Islamists — missiles, 
machine guns, and much more. And now, 
according to officials and reports, those 
heavy weapons are being turned on Chris- 
tians and others throughout the region. 
For now, the situation in Libya remains 
highly uncertain and volatile. While the 
“new” Libya — if the Western-backed 
regime manages to cling to power amidst 
ongoing chaos and battles — will be 
governed by strict sharia law, senior offi- 
cials have promised to respect minorities. 
Whether that will be the case, however, is 
still unclear. Most analysts don’t believe it. 
And so far, the trend is less than encour- 
aging. As rebels marched into Tripoli, for 
example, Saint George’s Church — the 
oldest Orthodox church in North Africa, 
dating back to 1647 — was ransacked 
and desecrated. Meanwhile, Christians 
who imported Christian literature were 
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Egyptian Coptic Christians protest against the post-Mubarak government's tolerance of Islamist 
terror attacks on churches, and in October, the new U.S.-funded regime responded by killing 


dozens of demonstrators. 
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imprisoned. And in March, heavily armed 
Islamists desecrated the Christian graves 
of fallen Italian and British World War II 
veterans in Benghazi, smashing crosses 
and headstones with a sledge hammer. 
“This is a grave of a Christian,” one of the 
men says in a video of the incident posted 
online. The new regime apologized, but 
around the world, people were outraged. 

Consider, too, that the new Libyan gov- 
ernment is pursuing “integration” with the 
neighboring regime in Sudan, officially 
designated by the U.S. State Department 
as a “state-sponsor” of terror. (Ironically, 
the U.S. government is also supplying aid 
and training to that regime’s “security” ap- 
paratus.) The brutal socialist-Islamic dic- 
tatorship in Sudan, led by mass-murderer 
and indicted war criminal Omar Al-Bashir, 
has reportedly massacred millions of peo- 
ple — mostly Christians and members of 
various animist sects. In March, the re- 
gime also announced that it was expelling 
between 500,000 and 700,000 Christians 
from the nation by stripping them of their 
citizenship. 


( ; hristianity has existed in Egypt 
for almost 2,000 years. And today, 
Coptic Christians represent about 

10 percent of the nation’s population. But 
for the ancient minority community, recent 
developments have hardly been positive. In 
fact, hundreds of thousands of Copts have 
already been forced to flee their homes as 
mob violence and state-sponsored persecu- 
tion continue to grow. 

Despite the general brutality of Hosni 
Mubarak, he was a close U.S. ally for 
decades before he was forced to step 
down by Western establishment-backed 
protests and, eventually, President 
Obama’s demands. “Change must take 
place,” Obama said. “My belief is that an 
orderly transition must be meaningful, it 
must be peaceful, and it must begin now.” 

But unlike the nation’s new U.S.-spon- 
sored rulers, the former tyrant at least 
tried to protect the Coptic community 
from radical Islamist terror. Perpetrators 
were punished, and violence against mi- 
norities was not tolerated. 

Today, all that has changed. The mili- 
tary junta now in charge, rather than 
protecting Christians, is actually killing 
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them and allowing them to be killed. 
After a wave of savage terror attacks 
against Copts and their churches rocked 
the nation, the new regime refused to take 
action. So Christians decided to protest 
the attacks and the lack of protection of- 
fered by authorities. 

Activists marched to the state-run TV 
station in Cairo, chanting and demanding 
reforms. Instead of protection, however, 
the military regime responded with brute 
force. “Security” forces mowed down 
hundreds of Christian protesters with 
guns and tanks, killing dozens and injur- 
ing hundreds more. “The Copts are being 
persecuted by the state,” priest Sila Abd 
al-Nour was quoted as saying during a 
ceremony mourning the victims. 

And again, the U.S. government — 
which sends billions in “security” as- 
sistance to Egypt every year, and will 
continue to do so despite recent develop- 
ments — knows very well what is going 
on. “Since February 11 [2011, when 
Hosni Mubarak stepped down], military 
and security forces have reportedly used 
excessive force and live ammunition in 
targeting Christian places of worship and 
Christian demonstrators,” noted the US- 
CIRF’s report last year. 

Of course, Egypt is an entirely differ- 
ent situation than Iraq, Afghanistan, and 
Libya because U.S. forces are not active 
participants there. But while U.S. armed 
forces did not participate directly in the 
removal of America’s former ally, the fed- 
eral government is known to have played 
a large role in his ouster. According to 
Egyptian prosecutors, an assortment of 
U.S. government-funded “Non-Govern- 
mental Organizations” (NGOs) stirred 
up the unrest, even after the “revolution” 
succeeded. 

So-called “pro-democracy” groups 
funded by American taxpayers — the 
International Republican Institute (IRI), 
the National Democratic Institute (NDD, 
and Freedom House — were very active 
in Cairo until Egyptian authorities finally 
cracked down. “The United States and Is- 
rael could not create a state of chaos and 
work to maintain it in Egypt directly, so 
they used direct funding to organizations, 
especially American, as a means of im- 
plementing these goals,” noted Egyptian 
Minister of Planning and International 
Cooperation Aboul Naga in official tes- 
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timony about the crimi- 
nal charges against the 
groups’ employees. 

But even if the tax- 
funded “NGOs” are 
taken at their word and 
were simply “promot- 
ing democracy,” as they 
claim, the interference, 
aside from being uncon- 
stitutional, is considered 
by some analysts to be a 
travesty. Consider the re- 
cent elections: The Muslim Brotherhood 
and an even more radical Islamist party 
dominated, taking control of more than 
70 percent of the seats in Parliament. 

Tunisia suffered a similar fate. And 
while the Islamist groups surging to 
power in the so-called “Arab Spring” 


“Since February 11 (2011, when Hosni 
Mubarak stepped down], military and 
security forces have reportedly used 


excessive force and live ammunition in 
targeting Christian places of worship 
and Christian demonstrators,” noted the 
USCIRF’s report last year. 


claim they will support the individual 
rights of minorities, very few observers 
are convinced. Islamic law will almost 
certainly become the new law of the land. 
And U.S. taxpayers will foot the bill. The 
Egyptian regime alone is slated to receive 
about $1.5 billion this year. Hi 
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ncredibly, despite the unprecedented 
I trail of death and destruction unleashed 

by recent U.S. government intervention 
overseas, President Obama, speaking before 
the UN General Assembly in September, 
declared that more UN-led wars were need- 
ed to ensure peace. He cited Libya, Iraq, and 
Afghanistan as success stories. 

Another Obama-backed UN military 
adventure, while much less well-known 
around the world, was also cited by the 
President as a model to emulate in the fu- 
ture: the violent overthrow of Ivory Coast 
President Laurent Gbagbo last year by in- 
ternational forces and local partner mili- 
tias. “The world refused to look the other 
way,’ Obama declared, mistakenly claim- 
ing that Gbagbo had lost the election. “The 
[UN] Security Council, led by the United 
States, Nigeria, and France, came together 
to support the will of the people.” 


In Pakistan — a top recipient of U.S. aid —a 
Christian nun picks up documents after a mob 
of angry Islamists attacked churches and a 
Christian school near Lahore. 
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stern governments, led by the 
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The reality of the “regime change” 
operation, of course, bears little resem- 
blance to the picture painted by Obama. 
Vote fraud and ballot-box stuffing result- 
ed in the nation’s Constitutional Council 
declaring incumbent President Laurent 
Gbagbo the election winner. And that was 
supposed to be the final word, at least ac- 
cording to Ivorian law. 

But instead of respecting the nation’s 
constitutional system, Obama, France, and 
the UN decided to invade. Partnering with 
local Muslim militias, international forces 
dropped bombs and marched to the capital 
to arrest President Gbagbo, a Christian — 
slaughtering and raping tens of thousands 
of Christians along the way. Many fleeing 
Christians were hacked to death with ma- 
chetes. U.S. Sen. James Inhofe (R-Okla.) 
called the UN- and Obama-backed cam- 
paign “a reign of terror.” 

The international coalition and its mili- 
tias on the ground then installed a Muslim 
central banker named Alassane Ouattara 
as the Ivory Coast’s new ruler. But despite 
the impression given by Obama in his 
speech, critics say the campaign was an il- 
legitimate and bloody disaster that should 
never have happened. But it will not be 
the last. During Obama’s UN speech, he 
praised the wars and demanded more in- 
ternational military intervention. The two 
countries in the crosshairs now: Iran and 
Syria. 

After decades of U.S. meddling in Iran 
that included a ClIA-orchestrated coup 
d’état and variously backing both sides 
during the Iran-Iraq war (including giving 
Hussein WMDs and facilitating secret il- 


Christians and Jews in Iran are offered 
relative freedom to worship under the 
totalitarian Islamic regime, but if the West 
invades, that could quickly change. 
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legal weapons sales to the Ira- 
nian regime), Western powers 
are at it again. There is already 
a covert war going on against 
Iran that involves the use of 
terror and assassinations. But 
much of the Western-backed 
dirty work is being carried out 
by the officially designated 
“foreign terrorist organization” 
known as the Mujahedin-e 
Khalq, an Islamo-Marxist 
group that has murdered more 
than a few senior American military offi- 
cials and countless civilians. 

Christians (at least those who did not 
convert from Islam) and Jews in Iran are 
currently allowed to worship relatively 
freely. But if Western “regime change” 
through overt military force does arrive, 
that would almost certainly change. There 
are currently almost 500,000 Christians in 
Iran, and experts say a Western invasion or 
military campaign would — like it did in 
Iraq, Afghanistan, and Libya — put them 
in grave jeopardy. 

In Syria, the Western-backed “regime 
change” campaign is already underway, 
too. Indeed, the situation there bears 
striking resemblances to some elements 
of the U.S. campaigns in Iraq and Libya. 
As in Iraq before the American invasion, 
the Socialist Ba’th Party, rules over Syria 
with an iron fist. But Christians in Syria 
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are better off than almost anywhere in the 
region, often serving in top government 
jobs, from Ambassadors to senior law-en- 
forcement officials. Despite the ongoing 
strife and relatively new wave of Islamist 
attacks on Christians, Syria remains, ac- 
cording to Christian leaders and analysts, 
one of the final refuges of Christianity in 
the region. 

“Syria has been very much a safe 
haven for Christians in the Middle East, 
one of the few Arab countries where they 
were treated with respect and had equal- 
ity with the Muslim majority. Syria also 
has a history of welcoming in persecuted 
Christians from other countries,” noted Dr. 
Patrick Sookhdeo, international director of 
the Barnabas Fund, a non-profit group that 
supports persecuted and oppressed Chris- 
tians. “But I greatly fear that within the 
near future we will see a new Iraq develop- 
ing in Syria.” 

Christians who fled in droves to Syria 
from Iraq in the wake of the U.S. invasion 
are now faced with the prospect of death 
and persecution there as Western govern- 
ments, led by the Obama administration, 
join forces with al-Qaeda to oust Assad 
in a scenario reminiscent of the under- 
handed war on Libya. The Western and 
Islamist alliance, along with the Turkish 
regime — which is becoming increasing- 
ly Islamist as it continues to deny its mass 
murder of Christians over the last century 
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— have been working with the so-called 
“Syrian National Council,’ a coalition of 
opposition groups that is largely domi- 
nated by the Marxist-inspired Muslim 
Brotherhood and other extremists. And 
Christians throughout Syria fear that, if 
Assad falls, Islamists will take over, and 
Christianity will be brutally wiped out 
there, too. 


REFUGEES AND REASON 

Even as U.S. policies continue to lead 
to massacres of Christian communities 
throughout the Middle East, members of 
those communities are having a difficult 
time escaping the destruction. “Christians 
are being refused refugee status and face 
persecution and many times certain death 
for their religious beliefs under ... sharia, 
while whole Muslim communities are 
entering the US by the tens of thousands 
per month despite the fact that they face 
no religious persecution,” noted Pamela 
Geller, executive director of the American 
Freedom Defense Initiative and of Stop 
Islamization of America. 

But how could the situation have be- 
come so dire? While not all analysts agree, 
at the very least, it has become clear that the 
fate of Christians and Christianity is low on 
the U.S. government’s agenda. And without 
an outcry, that is unlikely to change. 

“Fundamentally, United States policies 
in the Middle East have never placed a sig- 
nificant priority on the conditions of indig- 
enous Christians or the threats they have 
been up against just for being Christian. 
There is an ingrained culture in Washing- 
ton’s foreign policy establishment that 
prefers to avoid addressing the existential 
phobias of the region’s Christians,” noted 
author Habib Malik, a professor of his- 
tory and cultural studies at the Lebanese 
American University. “These beleaguered 
Christian communities have become mar- 
ginalized in American strategic thinking 
and hence expendable next to larger and 
more pressing economic, political, and se- 
curity interests.” 

But according to other experts, the fact 
that U.S. foreign policy is highly detri- 
mental to Christians around the world 
should come as no surprise. After all, this 
is the same government that, along with 
its partners in the media, has been relent- 
lessly seeking to eliminate all vestiges of 
Christianity from public life in America. 
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Increasing numbers of Muslim refugees are settling in the United States in the wake of U.S. 
wars in the region, but persecuted Christians have a tough time getting permission to immigrate. 


“Our government’s policies in the 
Middle East are a reflection of our gov- 
ernment’s policies at home. The war on 
Christianity in public life here at home in 
the schools and courthouses is manifested 
in the Middle East with the destruction of 
Christianity in the nations where we have 
been interfering,” said CEO Art Thomp- 
son of The John Birch Society, citing Iraq, 
Egypt, Libya, and other nations. But the 
continuing destruction of Christians and 
Christian culture is often impelled by forc- 
es beyond a particular U.S. administration, 
even beyond the U.S. government. 

“Likewise, the domestic policies of peo- 
ple in the federal government who are con- 
nected to the Council on Foreign Relations 
(CFR) moving us toward domestic social- 
ism are reflected in the Middle East with 
CFR-connected organizations financed by 
the federal government interfering in Mid- 
dle Eastern politics with disastrous results, 
with Egypt being 
the prime example,” 
Thompson added. 
“The rise of mili- 
tant Islam is noth- 
ing more than a rise 
of socialism under a 
different title.” 

“I do not believe 
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that our fighting men and women had this 
in mind when they committed themselves 
to combat,” noted Thompson. “Instead of 
freedom, the aftermath is totalitarianism 
and less security for the people of all reli- 
gions.” Indeed, polls show U.S. troops are 
quickly losing confidence in Obama and 
the wars. 

As predicted by innumerable experts, 
imposing “democracy” in Muslim-major- 
ity countries has been a disaster for Chris- 
tians. Asked for an example of U.S. for- 
eign policy benefiting Christians, a senior 
official with the USCIRF could not name 
one. Christianity has managed to survive 
in the Middle East for 2,000 years with- 
out U.S. government intervention. But if 
current trends continue, the religion of 
Christ could very well be eradicated in 
the region of its birth within the next few 
decades. And unfortunately, America will 
bear at least part of the responsibility. 
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Just War Principles 


U.S. evangelical leaders have largely supported U.S. wars in the Mideast, deeming them 
“just,” even though the wars don’t adhere to Christian just war theory. 


by Dave Bohon 


appointed evangelical leaders met 

in a closed-door confab in Texas 
to hammer out just who they thought 
America’s 90 million or so broadly evan- 
gelical Christians should support in the 
2012 presidential race. Following sev- 
eral months of contentious campaign- 
ing among a crowd of mostly indistin- 
guishable GOP candidates — all of them 
mouthing a faith in God that evangelicals 
find irresistible — the leaders were get- 
ting nervous as they watched the Repub- 
lican nomination slowly slipping away to 
Mormon Mitt Romney, whose liberal re- 
cord and flip-flops on social issues made 
him an unacceptable choice in the eyes 
of many. There was a clear need for a 
“consensus candidate” around which the 
Christian community could rally, and that 
someone, predetermined even before the 
Texas meeting, was former Pennsylvania 
Senator Rick Santorum. 


I n mid-January, a small group of self- 
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While it was clear that Santorum had by 
no means won the hearts of all the evan- 
gelicals clamoring for recognition at the 
meeting, Gary Bauer of American Val- 
ues, himself a former presidential hope- 
ful, noted that with what little momentum 
Santorum had going forward, it was time 
for the leaders representing the evangeli- 
cal voting bloc to try “to make sure that 
conservative values, the sort of Reagan 
conservatism, continues to dominate in 
the Republican Party.” 

The candidate anointed to carry that 
conservative evangelical banner forward 
was Santorum, whom the Family Research 
Council’s Tony Perkins insisted “has con- 
sistently articulated the issues that are of 
concern to conservatives ... and has woven 
those into a very solid platform.” 

It is true that, as a Catholic, Santorum 
has not resonated with evangelical Chris- 
tians as President George W. Bush had, 
who capitalized on the rhetoric unique to 
evangelicals, declaring that he had come 
to faith in Christ (through the influence 


of Billy Graham, no less) and was born 
again. Nonetheless, in the campaign San- 
torum has pushed the right buttons on 
such social issues as abortion and other 
pro-family values. And, perhaps more 
than any other candidate, he has em- 
braced President Bush’s values on the use 
of America’s military might in the Middle 
East — values that, following the Septem- 
ber 11 terrorist attacks, evangelical lead- 
ers convinced their followers were both 
Christian and patriotic. 

For example, as Bush was preparing 
to send troops into Iraq in 2003, Sena- 
tor Santorum was on board, insisting that 
such a move was important to halt “the 
rise of radical Islam.” And as the last of 
our troops were preparing to pull out of 
Iraq nearly 10 years later, Santorum was 
declaring the need to keep up to 30,000 
troops there to ensure “stability” in the 
region. “When it comes to this issue,” he 
declared in 2011, “I stand up and say that 
when we engage in Iraq and Afghanistan, 
we engage because we want to be success- 
ful. We want victory. We want to have ac- 
complished a national security objective 
for this country to make sure that we are 
safer. We are not on a political agenda to 
withdraw troops.” 


Santorum: Two Wars Not Enough 

Most recently, as Israel has pressured 
the United States to dive headlong into 
a military engagement in Iran to destroy 
that country’s nuclear program, Santorum 
declared that the United States “should be 
working with Israel right now to do what 
they did in Syria, what they did in Iraq, 
which is take out that nuclear capabil- 
ity before the next explosion we hear in 
Iran is a nuclear one, and then the world 
changes.” 

Such was the rhetoric that President 
Bush used in the days and weeks after 
9/11, and continued to employ in his sec- 
ond term, convincing his conservative 
constituency that a military presence in 
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the Middle East would ensure America’s 
protection against the terrorist network re- 
sponsible for the attacks, as well as help 
to establish “democracy” in the region. In 
his September 29, 2002 State of the Union 
address, the President called Iraq part of a 
vast “axis of evil” that harbored terrorists 
and secreted weapons of mass destruc- 
tion it would use against America. “The 
United States of America will not permit 
the world’s most dangerous regimes to 
threaten us with the world’s most destruc- 
tive weapons,” declared the President, 
while warning that the campaign to make 
the world safe “may not be finished on our 
watch.” 

Among those whose support the Presi- 
dent sought to solidify with this rhetorical 
appeal to courageous and resolute action 
was the nation’s evangelical leadership, 
and he was not disappointed, as pastors, 
preachers, and ministry leaders around the 
country became his most ardent domestic 
allies in his evolving military campaign. 

“Throughout Scripture there is evidence 
that God favors war for divine reasons and 
sometimes uses it to accomplish His will,” 
one high-profile television pastor, Charles 
Stanley, told his followers. “He has also 
given governments and their citizens very 
specific responsibilities in regards to this 
matter.” 

Another prominent leader, the Rev. 
Henry Blackaby, told the evangelical news 
source Agape Press that “those who op- 
pose the war to liberate Iraq need to read 
God’s Word.” Blackaby even went so far 
as to insist that the military action, which 
did not include a declaration of war or 
military authorization by Congress, was 
nonetheless a “just war according to bibli- 
cal standards.” 

The issue of “just war” was the theme 
of an October 3, 2002 open letter to Presi- 
dent Bush from five prominent evangelical 
leaders — Richard Land, Chuck Colson, 
Bill Bright, D. James Kennedy, and Carl 
Herbster — who expressed their “deep ap- 
preciation” to the President for his “bold, 
courageous, and visionary leadership” in 
confronting the terrorist threat that (in 
their view) faced the nation and world in 
the form of Saddam Hussein and the na- 
tion of Iraq. 

“We believe that your policies con- 
cerning the ongoing international terror- 
ist campaign against America are both 
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Former Senator Rick Santorum, 
seen here at a Baptist church, 
rejects Christian just war 
principles for aggressive war 
just about everywhere. 
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right and just,” the leaders assured Bush. 
“Specifically, we believe that your stated 
policies concerning Saddam Hussein and 
his headlong pursuit and development 
of biochemical and nuclear weapons of 
mass destruction are prudent and fall 
well within the time-honored criteria of 
just war theory as developed by Christian 
theologians in the late fourth and early 
fifth centuries A.D.” 


Cheerleaders for War 

Noting that under the principle of just 
war, “only defensive war is defensible,” 
the evangelical quintet assured the Presi- 
dent that “your stated policy concerning 
using military force if necessary to disarm 
Saddam Hussein and his weapons of mass 
destruction is a just cause.” In hindsight, 
the fact that no weapons of mass destruc- 
tion were ever uncovered makes this ar- 
gument particularly dubious. Add the fact 
that Hussein, though a despicable dictator, 
was not connected to the 9/11 attacks and 
offered no demonstrable threat to the Unit- 
ed States, the truth is that there was never 
any clear defensive reason for the United 
States to invade Iraq. 

Among the encouragement the evan- 
gelical leadership offered the President 
was their commendation for his “just and 
noble intent” in taking on Saddam Hus- 


Di ll AINA AA i 


sein to pave the way for freedom for the 
Iraqi people. “Disarming and neutralizing 
Saddam Hussein is to defend freedom and 
freedom-loving people from state-spon- 
sored terror and death,” they wrote. 

From applauding the President’s pa- 
tience in only invading Iraq as a “last re- 
sort” and his appeal to the authority of the 
United Nations, to his “limited goals” of 
“disarming the murderous Iraqi dictator 
and destroying his weapons of mass de- 
struction, while liberating the Iraqi people 
for his cruel and barbarous grip,” the evan- 
gelical leaders unintentionally turn the just 
war principle on its head while endorsing 
Bush’s use of America’s military for for- 
eign adventure. 

As history shows, a little over two years 
later, Bush’s goal had evolved from finding 
and destroying America’s supposed ene- 
mies to nation building, as he explained in 
his second inaugural address that it would 
become the policy of the United States “to 
seek and support the growth of democratic 
movements and institutions in every na- 
tion and culture, with the ultimate goal of 
ending tyranny in our world.” 

And so it has gone as the U.S. occupa- 
tion of Iraq has morphed into a protracted 
hostile presence in Afghanistan — with 
Iran, Syria, and other Middle Eastern 
hotspots on the horizon. While Ameri- 
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cans have become increasingly vocal in 
their opposition to what has become the 
nation’s longest active military engage- 
ment in history, a majority of evangeli- 
cals seem willing to blindly throw their 
support behind one of the “conserva- 
tive” presidential candidates who would 
perpetuate the Bush doctrine of fighting 
“tyranny” and spreading “democracy” 
through global conquest. The world is a 
violent place, after all, and according to 
the interventionists, America as a global 
power and bastion of liberty must liberate 
the oppressed wherever they are. Yet this 
philosophy is at odds with the heart of 
the gospel of Jesus Christ, which blesses 
peacemakers (Matthew 5:9), prioritizes 
what has been called the “golden rule” 
(Matthew 7:12), and calls believers, “as 
much as depends on you,” to “live peace- 
ably with all men” (Romans 12:18). 

Of course, the Old Testament is replete 
with examples of God commanding His 
chosen people to go to war — and they 
dutifully complied. God issued other com- 
mands too. When God told Abraham to 
kill his son Isaac, Abraham proceeded to 
do what God said — until God said oth- 
erwise. Obviously, the fact that God told 
Abraham to kill his son does not mean that 
other fathers would be justified in killing 
their own sons. The same is true of war. 


St. Thomas Aquinas (left), from the 13th century, 


Christians and Just War 
With the world increasingly 
given to evil, as the apostle 
Paul prophesied it would be 
(2 Timothy 3), it is inevi- 
table that even nations com- 
mitted to peace will find 
themselves drawn toward 
war with nations whose goal 
is to destroy them. Chris- 
tians have wrestled with the 
thorny issues of when war is 
justifiable from the earliest 
days of the church. It was to address these 
circumstances that the Church Fathers de- 
lineated the principles of just war, which 
lay out under what conditions a righteous 
nation may go to war (jus ad bellum), 
how it should wage that war righteously 
(jus in bello), and how it should conduct 
itself following the cessation of a war (jus 
post bellum). 

The great Roman philosopher-states- 
man Cicero had provided a pre-Christian 
basis for just war principles, arguing, “The 
only excuse, therefore, for going to war 
is that we may live in peace unharmed; 
and when the victory is won, we should 
spare those who have not been blood- 
thirsty and barbarous in their warfare.” 
Most considerations of Christian Just War 
Doctrine begin with St. Augustine, the 
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and St. Augustine, the fifth-century bishop of Hippo 
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Church Fathers delineated the principles 
of just war, which lay out under what 
conditions a righteous nation may go to 
war (jus ad bellum), how it should wage 
that war righteously (jus in bello), and 
how it should conduct itself following the 
cessation of a war (jus post bellum). 


fifth-century bishop of Hippo in northern 
Africa. His arguments were much more 
systematically developed in the 13th cen- 
tury by St. Thomas Aquinas, in his Summa 
Theologicae, and in the 16th century by 
Catholic scholars Francisco de Vitoria and 
Francisco Suarez. Protestant scholars and 
churchmen — including Martin Luther, 
John Calvin, William Tyndale, Hugo Gro- 
tius, John Locke, Charles Spurgeon, and 
C.S. Lewis — have likewise expounded on 
the necessity for Christians to apply jus ad 
bellum principles whenever the political 
powers begin beating the war drums. 
“The real evils in war,” said St. Au- 
gustine, “are love of violence, revengeful 
cruelty, fierce and implacable enmity, wild 
resistance, and the lust of power, and such 
like; and it is generally to punish these 
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things when force is required to inflict the 
punishment, that, in obedience to God or 
some lawful authority, good men undertake 
wars, when they find themselves in such a 
position as regards the conduct of human 
affairs, that right conduct requires them to 
act, or to make others act in this way.” 

Aquinas, in his famous Summa, held 
that “in order that a war may be just, three 
things are necessary.” Those three condi- 
tions are: 


In the first place, the authority of 
the prince, by whose order the war 
is undertaken; for it does not belong 
to a private individual to make war, 
because, in order to obtain justice, he 
can have recourse to the judgment of 
his superiot.... 

In the second place, there must 
be a just cause; that is to say, those 
attacked must have, by a fault, de- 
served to be attacked... 

In the third place, it is necessary 
that the intention of those who fight 
should be right; that is to say, that 
they propose to themselves a good to 
be effected or an evil to be avoided. 


“At the very outset I want to say that who- 
ever Starts a war is in the wrong,” declared 
Martin Luther. “Let this be, then, the first 
thing to be said in this matter: No war is 
just, even if it is a war between equals, un- 
less one has such a good reason for fight- 
ing and such a good conscience that he can 
say, ‘My neighbor compels and forces me 
to fight, though I would rather avoid it.’ In 
that case, it can be called not only war, but 
lawful self-defense.” 
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Martin Luther argued that 

Christians must avoid war 

except when compelled to 

fight as a matter of “lawful 
self-defense.” 


Charles H. Spurgeon, the famous 
19th-century English Baptist preacher 
and author, warned his fellow Christians 
against the war spirit, noting: “The Lord’s 
battles, what are they? Not the garment 
rolled in blood, not the noise, and smoke, 
and din of human slaughter. These may 
be the devil’s battles, if you please, but 
not the Lord’s.” 


Called to a “Higher Standard” 

Dr. Charles Rice, one of America’s lead- 
ing constitutional scholars and a profes- 
sor emeritus at Notre Dame Law School, 
explained just war principles to cadets of 
the Notre Dame ROTC at the 2010 Mili- 
tary Veterans Day ceremony. After refuting 
the faulty arguments of pacifists, Professor 
Rice assured the cadets that the military pro- 
fession is an honorable service that Chris- 
tians may embrace, but also noted that each 
citizen is morally obliged to insist “that any 
war — or any other act of state — is subject 
to the higher standard of the natural law and 
the law of God.” He added: “The require- 
ments for jus ad bellum, justice in going 
to war, are proper authority, just cause 
and right intention. The Catechism [of the 
Catholic Church] lists further details: “The 
damage inflicted by the aggressor ... must 
be lasting, grave and certain’; war must be 
a last resort, with ‘all other means imprac- 
tical or ineffective’; ‘there must be serious 
prospects of success’; and ‘the use of arms 
must not produce evils ... graver than the 
evil to be eliminated.” 

In the aftermath of the 9/11 terrorist 
attacks, the United States certainly had a 
just cause to pursue the aggressors who 
had perpetrated such a grave injury on 


the nation. An argument could also be 
made that we had a right intent in sending 
troops to Afghanistan, since al-Qaeda had 
attacked us on 9/11 and the Taliban regime 
in Afghanistan was harboring al-Qaeda. 
No such connection was established with 
Iraq, however, where the rationale for 
going to war was to disarm Iraq of its re- 
puted weapons of mass destruction, based 
on UN resolutions. 

But even in the case of Afghanistan, the 
President sent the country to war without 
the proper authorization for doing so. 
Under our form of government, the power 
“to declare war” (the language in the U.S. 
Constitution) is not entrusted in the hands 
of a Prince or a President, but is instead 
given to Congress. The Founding Fathers 
viewed Congress as being closer to the 
people and less likely to choose war with- 
out just cause. 

Shockingly, the last time Congress de- 
clared war was World War II. Since that 
time, from Korea to Vietnam and all the 
way to our non-stop Middle East forays, 
America’s military actions have amounted 
to little more than expensive, destructive, 
bloody interventionist fiascos, devoid of 
just cause. In the case of the Iraq War, the 
United States was the aggressor, invading 
and occupying a nation that had not threat- 
ened us. That should alarm all Americans, 
especially those who claim Christ, the 
Prince of Peace, as Lord. 

In 2007, Congressman Ron Paul reflect- 
ed such alarm when he expressed the view 
that “Christ, to me, is a Man of peace. He 
is for peace, He is not for war. He doesn’t 
justify preemptive war. I strongly believe 
that there is a Christian doctrine of just 
war. And I believe this nation has drifted 
from that. No matter what the rationales 
are, we have drifted from that, and it’s 
very, very dangerous.... Christ came here 
for spiritual reasons, not secular war and 
boundaries and geography.... That is what 
I see from my God and through Christ. I 
vote for peace.” 

How different that is from what we have 
heard and read over the years from many 
of America’s evangelical leaders, and from 
those they have endorsed in the coming 
election. As the nation races toward its 
next presidential cycle, we should all re- 
main circumspect and prayerful about who 
will serve as America’s next Commander 
in Chief. 
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What Happened to the 
J4PANESE JUGGERNAUTS 


In the 1980s, it seemed that Japan was an unstoppable 
economic dynamo, but even then it was apparent that Japan’s 
largely centrally planned economy was headed down. 


by Brian Farmer 


ack during the 1950s, if the label 
B on an item read “Made in Japan,” it 

was generally interpreted to mean 
that the product was cheap, both in price 
and quality. But over the ensuing three 
decades “‘Made in Japan” came to signify 
a product that was of superior quality and 
a great value for one’s money. 

Japan had transformed its economy 
into a juggernaut, so much so that dur- 
ing the 1980s, one was continually run- 
ning across reports in the U.S. media 
that “Japan, Inc.” was “eating our lunch.” 
In the opinion of the elites in American 
business, government, and academia, 
Japan clearly had a superior economic 
model. The success of the Japanese Min- 
istry of International Trade and Industry 
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in strengthening Japan’s industrial base 
and revitalizing the nation’s economy led 
to warnings that we must copy Japan and 
come up with a coordinated national in- 
dustrial policy here in the United States 
or face economic decline. To cite a spe- 
cific example, a think tank calling itself 
the Center for National Policy published 
a report that called for an “Industrial De- 
velopment Board composed of govern- 
ment, labor, and business leaders who 
would develop cooperative strategies to 
promote industrial growth.” 

Longtime readers of THE NEw AMERI- 
CAN may recall seeing articles in these 
pages making it very clear that this mag- 
azine was not drinking the Kool-Aid. 
For example, in the August 27, 1990 
issue, Jane Ingraham made the following 
observation: 


Japan’s economy is fundamentally 
flawed. It is suffering from what 
Friedrich Hayek calls “the fatal 
conceit,” that central planners can 
possess the knowledge required for 
resource allocation that will result 
in growth and prosperity. The entire 
world should know by now that this 
is impossible, that only the market 
and its price system can possibly han- 
dle the massive information required. 
Of course, those who are running the 
world do know this — better than 
anyone. But the free market strips the 
planners of power, and power is the 
name of the game. 


Corruption is bad enough, but the 
central fact about industrial policy 
is even worse — it does not work. 
That is, except for a few. The eco- 
nomic consequences which must 
accompany government intervention 
are bound to be disastrous for the 
economy as a whole, which means 
most of us. Government cannot pro- 
duce the prosperity that it promises, 
for by its very nature, government 
spending impedes economic growth. 
This is so because government op- 
erates without the aid of economic 
signals; government decisions are 
political rather than economic. Re- 
sources are thus grossly misallo- 
cated by bureaucrats and officials 
whose own wealth is not at stake. 
This, of course, is the key. All who 
either bid for or allocate funds in 
this new taxpayer rip-off will be 
involving no property of their own. 
It is the prospect of personal loss 
which, in a free market, forces in- 
vestors to obey signals which only 
the market can give and which are 
imperative for success. Without 
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And in the April 5, 1993 issue she com- 
mented in this manner: 


25 


JIN ¢ 


ECONOMICS 


personal risk, the prospect of loss 
is ignored; the hazard is transferred 
to society, which must bear the bur- 
den of the inevitable incompetence, 
mistakes, failures, waste, and cor- 
ruption of government intervention. 
Industrial policy is nothing less than 
a great transferal of wealth from the 
middle-class to the better off. 


At the peak of what the Japanese later 
came to refer to as the “Bubble Economy,” 
the Nikkei stock market index reached 
an all-time high of 38,957 in December 
of 1989. That same month Wall Street’s 
Dow Jones Industrial Average (DJIA) 
reached its own new high of 2,753. If a 
financial pundit had ventured to predict 
back then that the DJIA would one day 
exceed the Nikkei stock market index, 
that person would have been written off 
as a raving lunatic. But by February 1, 
2002 the Nikkei stock market index had 
crashed to a closing price of 9,791, while 
the DJIA had risen to close at 9,907. And 
at the time this article is being written, 
the DJIA has climbed further to 13,178, 
while the Nikkei stock market index con- 
tinues to languish, a whole decade later, 
at 9,899. In like fashion, the Japanese real 
estate market reached its acme in 1993 
and then imploded, with land values fall- 
ing 70 percent on average over the next 
eight years. What brought about this 


amazing turn of events? 
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Seeds of Disintegration 

One could begin the answer to that ques- 
tion by describing how many of the seeds 
that led to the disintegration of the Japa- 
nese so-called “economic miracle” were 
sown right here in the United States, 
shortly after Paul Volcker was appointed 
chairman of the Federal Reserve in Au- 
gust of 1979. Volcker decided to pursue 
a policy of letting interest rates rise to as 
high as was necessary, in order to bring 
inflation under control. In 1981, the rate 
at which the general price level was in- 
creasing peaked at 13.5 percent, while 
the prime rate (which was customarily 
the interest rate that banks charged their 
most creditworthy customers) topped out 
at 21.5 percent. By 1983, the rate at which 
the general price level was increasing had 
been reduced to 3.2 percent. But the U.S. 
economy paid a painful price in the proc- 
ess because the unusually high interest 
rates pushed the economy into a recession 
and the unemployment rate moved into 
double digits. 

Another consequence of Volcker’s in- 
terest-rate policy was the strengthening 
of the U.S. dollar in the currency markets, 
as many investors wanted to take advan- 
tage of the high interest rates being paid to 
those who held U.S. dollar-denominated 
financial instruments. In turn, a stronger 
U.S. dollar hurt American industries that 
depended on export sales, as products that 
were made in the United States became 
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relatively more expensive in foreign mar- 
kets. And a stronger U.S. dollar also hurt 
domestic sales of American manufactur- 
ers, as imported goods from foreign manu- 
facturers became relatively cheaper. 

Finding it increasingly difficult to deal 
with foreign competition, American man- 
ufacturers and farmers lobbied the federal 
government to do something about the 
situation. By 1985, enough pressure had 
been applied on the Congress to induce 
it to consider enacting protectionist mea- 
sures. The prospect of trade restrictions 
was finally enough to spur the Reagan ad- 
ministration into inviting France, Japan, 
the United Kingdom, and West Germany 
to begin negotiations on the matter. Their 
Finance Ministers met with U.S. Treasury 
Secretary James Baker at the Plaza Hotel 
in New York City and hammered out an 
agreement on September 22, 1985 that be- 
came known as the Plaza Accord. 

The result of the Plaza Accord was a 
controlled devaluation of the U.S. dol- 
lar, particularly in relation to the German 
mark and the Japanese yen, through in- 
tervention in the currency markets by the 
participating central banks. The goal was 
to reduce the U.S. current account deficit 
(one of the primary components relating 
to a nation’s foreign trade), as well as to 
help the U.S. economy emerge from the 
recession brought about by Volcker’s in- 
terest-rate policy. The engineered decline 
in the value of the U.S. dollar was orderly 
enough to forestall any major disruptions 
in the financial markets. 


The Japanese Response 

In Japan, the strengthening yen led to a 
falloff in exports and a major slowdown in 
economic activity, as the Japanese econo- 
my is even more reliant on exports than 
is the economy of the United States. To 
counter the recessionary effects of a stron- 
ger yen, the Bank of Japan increased the 
money supply significantly, pushing large 
amounts of yen into the economy through 
the banking system and causing interest 
rates to fall to barely more than two per- 
cent. With interest rates so low, investors 


Paul Volcker, former chairman of the 

U.S. Federal Reserve, delivers a lecture in 
Singapore on October 14, 2008. The monetary 
policies he implemented ultimately led to the 
popping of the Japanese “Bubble Economy.” 
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started pouring ever increasing amounts of 
money into both the stock market and the 
real estate market, which eventually led to 
a speculative mania. 

The stock market bubble was fueled by 
a Japanese corporate invention known as 
“zaitech,” or “financial engineering,” by 
which speculative activities funded by 
low-interest loans became a way to aug- 
ment the normal operations of a corpo- 
ration and enhance corporate earnings. 
While profits obtained from stock market 
speculation were sometimes used to fund 
the normal business activities of the com- 
pany, they were often recycled back into 
further speculative activities. As the stock 
market kept zooming higher and higher, 
corporations were able to report their in- 
creasing profits from stock market specu- 
lation as part of their normal business 
earnings, which made their financial state- 
ments look even better. Investors would 
then rush to purchase new shares of the 
corporation’s stock, providing even more 
funds for the company’s speculative ac- 
tions. At the end of the 1980s, stock mar- 
ket speculation dominated the activities of 
some businesses to such an extent that it 
is estimated that as much as 50 percent of 
total reported profits from Japan’s largest 
corporations were derived from zaitech. 

Land in Japan has historically been 
relatively expensive because so much of 
it is mountainous and, hence, unsuitable 
for establishing cities and farms. As a re- 
sult, when large amounts of money started 
flowing into the real estate market, land 
values shot up rapidly. At the height of 
the real estate bubble, the grounds of the 
Imperial Palace in Tokyo, comprising an 
area of little more than a square mile, were 
valued by some estimates at more than the 
value of all of the real estate in the state of 
California. And all of the land in Japan, a 
country that is approximately the size of 
the state of California, was valued at more 
than four times the value of all of the prop- 
erty in the United States at that time. 

In November of 1989, Yasushi Mieno, 
the former Finance Minister, was appoint- 
ed to head the Bank of Japan, the nation’s 
central bank. Fearing an inflation threat, 
Mieno took steps to pop the asset bubbles 
that had developed in the stock market 
and the real estate market, even though 
consumer prices in general were not ris- 
ing very rapidly. Despite orthodox mon- 
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This 2010 photo shows the Imperial Palace in central Tokyo. At the height of the Japanese 
“Bubble Economy” during the late 1980s, the palace grounds were valued higher than the real 


estate in all of California. 


etary policy teaching that, in the absence 
of rapidly rising consumer prices, there is 
no need to pull back on the monetary reins, 
he raised interest rates, greatly reduced the 
rate at which money was being pumped 
into the economy, and directed the banks to 
curtail real estate lending. With the money 
spigot virtually turned off, it did not take 
long for first the stock market and even- 
tually the real estate market to crash, and 
for the number of corporate bankruptcies 
to skyrocket. The banks were ultimately 
left holding trillions of yen (hundreds of 
billions of dollars) in bad loans. 


Stale Stimulus 

In the aftermath of the bust that followed 
the boom, economic growth in Japan 
slowed to a crawl for so long that the 
1990s came to be referred to as the “Lost 
Decade.” To keep the economy afloat, the 
Japanese government conducted a stimu- 
lative fiscal policy of cutting taxes 
and stepping up spending on huge 
public works projects, with seem- 
ingly little regard paid to their ef- 
ficacy or to the expanding debt. 
Highways built to the remotest 
of small villages were mocked by 
critics as “roads to nowhere.” (But 
even if those roads had gone some- 
where more significant, it does not 


change the fact that the money that the 
government spends on such projects to 
boost the economy must be siphoned out 
of the economy to begin with, thereby un- 
dermining the economy!) On the monetary 
side, the Bank of Japan made interest-rate 
cuts. But the result of artificially lowering 
interest rates was to encourage malinvest- 
ment, as was the case in the United States 
with the housing bubble. Furthermore, 
those macroeconomic policies did not ad- 
dress the root of the problems, because 
fundamental changes in financial markets 
and systems were also required. In other 
words, it was a half-baked stimulus pro- 
gram, and it had a damaging effect on the 
economy. It induced financial institutions 
and debt-ridden firms to postpone radical 
restructuring. It should also be noted that 
government debt grew enormously as a re- 
sult of the fiscal stimulus measures. 

At the end of the 1990s, in the midst of 


In the aftermath of the bust that 
followed the boom, economic growth 
in Japan slowed to a crawl for so long 
that the 1990s came to be referred to 
as the “Lost Decade.” 
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the prolonged slump and bad debts, Japan 
found itself stumbling into a period of de- 
flation because the banks refused to expand 
credit. When it became evident that prices 
were likely to continue on a downward path 
for some time, it had a depressing effect 
on consumer spending, real estate invest- 
ment, and business investment in plant and 
equipment. (After all, why spend money in 
the present, when things were likely to be 
cheaper in the future?) It was very difficult 
to bring deflation under control through 
the use of monetary policy because inter- 
est rates had already been lowered almost 
all the way to zero, leaving no room for fur- 
ther reductions in interest rates. According 
to classical Keynesian economic theory, 
Japan had fallen into what is called a “li- 
quidity trap,” in which interest rates had 
fallen so low that increasing the money 
supply would be like “pushing on a string,” 
and only vigorous fiscal stimulus could res- 
cue an economy caught in such a situation. 
But as noted above, the Japanese govern- 
ment had already tried that, to no avail, and 
the resulting increase in government debt 
only served to narrow the latitude of future 
fiscal policy options. 


The Deflationary Gap 
While the financial crisis and bad-debt 
problems spurred the creation of deflation- 
ary conditions, the primary cause of Japan’s 
falling prices was the long-term presence 
of a so-called “deflationary gap,” meaning 
that the total demand for goods and ser- 
vices (aggregate demand) had fallen below 
the total supply of goods and services (ag- 
gregate supply). With the exception of the 
few years of global economic overheating 
around 2005, a deflationary gap has persist- 
ed in Japan since 1992. But why has it per- 
sisted for so long? The graying of Japanese 
society is one of the factors involved, and 
another is the declining birth rate. Despite 
the changes in the structure of the Japanese 
economy, many companies continued on 
as before. Because they had too many fa- 
cilities and too much production capacity, 
the economy was left with a tendency to- 
ward excessive supply. Meanwhile, many 
Japanese people were conscious of their 
advancing years, and they were inclined to 
hold back on spending. 

With that background information in 
mind, one can see that Japan’s deflationary 
gap could not easily be closed through the 
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Shoppers climb the stairwell inside Tokyo’s “100 Yen Plaza” where every item in the eight- 
story department store is priced at 100 yen (about $1.20 at the current exchange rate). As 
Japan’s economy continues to remain in a depressed state, consumers take advantage of low 
prices and buying in bulk. 


continued application of fiscal stimulus 
measures. Increased government spending 
can offset a shortage of aggregate demand 
relative to aggregate supply over the short 
term, but the government cannot continue 
to run huge budget deficits year after year 
to cover a shortfall in aggregate demand 
lasting a long time, not if it wants to avoid 
running up government debt to potentially 
disastrous levels. 

The bottom line is that, over the 
years following the bubble’s collapse, 
not enough has been done to rectify the 
structural problems in Japan’s economic 
system, particularly those that allow the 
aforementioned deflationary gap to per- 
sist. Japan’s relatively inflexible economic 
system still makes it difficult for Japanese 
companies to respond as quickly to com- 
petitive challenges as their foreign coun- 
terparts can. When confronted with new 
economic challenges, the Japanese sys- 
tem continues to adapt much too slowly. 


Whether Japan will be able to survive 
these difficult times and rebuild a dynamic 
economy will hinge upon whether it can 
implement extensive reforms to remedy 
those problems. 

Given Japan’s business culture, it will 
not be easy. Proponents of structural re- 
form are brilliant at coming up with lists of 
things that should be done, but the issue of 
implementation is another matter. Those 
who argue for structural reform are simple- 
minded if they think that they can simply 
provide to-do lists without also providing 
some kind of strategy, especially as to how 
to drive reform and how to deal with the 
special interests who are likely to oppose 
it. Additionally, with the graying of soci- 
ety and the declining number of children, 
the government must also work on reform- 
ing or phasing out the social security sys- 
tem and on putting public finances on a 
sound footing. For the Japanese economy, 
the next few years will be crucial. 
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MAGISTERIAL MADISON 


This biography of James Madison, though it portrays Madison as a reluctant “Father of the 
Constitution,” elegantly captures how important he was in our country’s formation. 


by Joe Wolverton Il, J.D. 


James Madison and the Making of 
America, by Kevin R.C. Gutzman, New 
York: St. Martin’s Press, 2012, 416 pages, 
hardcover. 


Making of America, Kevin R.C. 

Gutzman chronicles the momentous 
events that shaped not only the United 
States of America, but the remarkable life 
of one of its most renowned statesmen. 

Gutzman, a professor of history at 
Western Connecticut State University, is 
the author of the New York Times best-sell- 
er The Politically Incorrect Guide to the 
Constitution, as well the insightful work 
he co-wrote with Thomas Woods, Who 
Killed the Constitution? The Federal Gov- 
ernment Versus American Liberty From 
World War I to Barack Obama. 

Professor Gutzman’s addition to the vo- 
luminous library of biographies focusing on 
James Madison is concise, convincing, and 
commendable. He demonstrates a familiar- 
ity with the subject and a deftness with the 
tools of narrative that endow every chapter 
with a soberness and savoir-faire worthy of 
the inimitable Virginian himself. 

James Madison’s skills were evident 
long before his prominent role at the 
Constitutional Convention of 1787, his 
authorship of most of the Federalist Pa- 
pers, or his service to his new country as 
a U.S. Congressman, Secretary of State, 
and President. Regarding his assistance in 
drafting Virginia’s republican constitution 
in 1776, Gutzman writes, “It seems that 
Madison prepared for the task before him, 
writing the constitution, by assembling 
materials on the other colonies’ constitu- 
tional systems. In time, his diligent ap- 
plication would win him a reputation as 
consistently the best prepared and most 
knowledgeable (if not always the most 
perspicuous) man in American politics.” 

One of the principal elements of the 
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Virginia Declaration of Rights (which, 
Gutzman contends, “served as the founda- 
tion of the Virginia Constitution”) was the 
provision guaranteeing “‘the fullest tolera- 
tion in the exercise of religion.” It was in 
this arena that Madison earned the first of 
his many stripes. 

Rather than support language in the 
Virginia Declaration promising official 
“tolerance” of varied religious practice 
and belief, Madison proposed an alterna- 
tive wording that disgorged government 
of its ability to “put up” with religious 
diversity. Madison’s suggested section on 
religion read: 


That religion, or the duty which we 
owe to our CREATOR, and the man- 
ner of discharging it, can be directed 
only by reason and conviction, not by 
force or violence; and therefore, that 
all men are equally entitled to enjoy 
the free exercise of religion, accord- 
ing to the dictates of conscience. 


With the alteration of two words, this was 
the wording agreed upon unanimously by 
delegates to the Fifth Virginia Convention. 

Madison’s role in the drafting and 
ratification of the U.S. Constitution is so 
significant that he became known as the 
“Father of the Constitution.” However, 
Tom Woods, my friend and nearly iner- 
rant constitutionalist, notes that this oft- 
repeated appellation assigned to Madison 
is disputed. Woods quotes Gutzman as 
saying, “Far from being the ‘father of the 
Constitution, Madison was an unhappy 
witness at its C-section birth. Perhaps he 
might be more appropriately called an at- 
tending nurse. He certainly did not think 
of it as his own offspring.” 

Indisputably, Madison was displeased 
with the manifold alterations made by his 
fellow delegates to his original draft of the 
Virginia Plan, which proposed (among 
other things) a bicameral legislature where 
the size of each state’s representation in 
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both houses would be based on population. 
The differences between Madison’s blue- 
print and the building that was eventually 
erected in the Philadelphia State House 
have been chronicled elsewhere, and many 
of those alterations — including the equal 
representation all states possess in the Sen- 
ate — are significant. 

Madison’s designation as the Father of 
the Constitution has less to do with the 
multiplicity of his fingerprints on the final 
document, than with his erudite, passion- 
ate, and persuasive defense of that “bundle 
of compromises” as set forth in the Feder- 
alist Papers. But his contribution was sig- 
nificant from beginning to end. Gutzman 
makes a valuable point of commending 
Madison for his tireless preparation prior 
to the commencement of the Constitution- 
al Convention of 1787. Writes Gutzman: 


29 


BOOK REVIEW 


For his part, Jefferson favored the 
tacking of a roster of rights on to the 


Constitution. Madison feared that the 


authors of such amendments would 
go too far in their attempt to “supply 
additional guards for liberty.” 


Madison never more clearly earned 
his description ... as a scholarly mas- 
ter of public affairs than in preparing 
for the Philadelphia Convention. In 
1786-1787, Madison devoted him- 
self to what one scholar of his role 
in that august assemblage called his 
“research project.’ Combining an- 
cient, medieval, and modern writings 
on history and political science, he 
mastered the history of both bygone 
and contemporary confederates. 


In this undertaking, Madison demonstrat- 
ed a dogged devotion to deconstructing 
republics. His work resembled that of a 
coroner who examined the remains of re- 
publics and confederacies of the near and 
distant past in order that he might discov- 
er the ailments that ultimately destroyed 
every one of them. With this information, 
he and his fellow delegates might inocu- 
late their own body politic from those 
same maladies. 

Again, it is principally in deference to 
this laborious scholarly toil that Madison is 
justly given his patriarchal agnomen. That 
toil continued until the Constitution was 
ratified. Gutzman records that delegates to 
Virginia’s ratification convention recurred 
to their eminent countryman from Orange 
County, James Madison. And, what’s 
more, Madison responded to their calls for 
clarification of certain parts of the Con- 
stitution by “patiently elucidat[ing] these 
minutiae [‘several minor provisions’ ].” If 
nothing else, this careful and considerate 


attention to the concerns of his 
colleagues adds another brick in 
the wall upon which is written 
in large letters: James Madison, 
Father of the Constitution. 

Though Gutzman views 
Madison as a reluctant recruit 
to the side of the proponents of 
the Constitution, this reviewer 
respectfully disagrees. In my 
view, the work undertaken by 
Madison and chronicled by 
Gutzman belies the author’s premise. Yes, 
Madison’s Virginia Plan was modified. 
But the plan still provided an outline for 
the work of the convention, and Madison 
brilliantly and forcefully championed the 
final product. 

One of Gutzman’s most valuable con- 
tributions in his elegant biography is his 
description of Madison’s initial opposition 
to adding a bill of rights to the Constitu- 
tion. Madison worried that a bill of rights 
would upset the delicate balance of power 
between states and national authorities 
achieved by the recent convention. He 
expressed such reservation in a letter to 
Thomas Jefferson, his frequent collabora- 
tor and countryman. 

For his part, Jefferson favored the tack- 
ing of a roster of rights on to the Con- 
stitution. Madison feared that the authors 
of such amendments would go too far in 
their attempt to “supply additional guards 
for liberty.” 

Once in Congress, where the pinch and 
poke of realpolitik pushes partisans into 
parliamentary predicaments, Madison, 
though he “did not consider a bill of rights 
desirable in itself,’ fought for the Con- 
gress’ immediate consideration of the var- 
ious proposals for inclusion therein sent 
by state ratifying conventions. Gutzman’s 
explication of that pivotal moment in the 
history of the United States is at once read- 
able and scholarly. 

Gutzman’s recitation of the debates in 
Congress over what became known as the 
10th Amendment is particularly recom- 
mendable. Representative Madison, the 
author explains, believed that the prin- 
ciple of limited government upon which 
the 10th Amendment is built is “implicit 
in the Constitution.” There was, therefore, 
no true necessity for its inclusion in the 
Bill of Rights, but in order to assuage the 
fears of those wary of federal tyranny, the 


explicit reservation of powers to the states 
and the people was ultimately approved. 

As an example of Gutzman’s grasp of 
the pragmatism and political acumen of 
his subject, read the following regarding 
the 10th Amendment: “The Constitu- 
tion assumed, Madison concluded, that 
no ‘great and important power’ could be 
exercised by Congress unless it was ‘evi- 
dently and necessarily involved in an ex- 
press power.” 

That is to say, Madison insisted that if a 
power was important enough to be granted 
to the federal government then it would be 
“expressly delegated” in the Constitution. 
If it failed to clear that hurdle, then Con- 
gress did not have the power to act in the 
proposed manner. 

Another important critique of this brief 
but beautifully written biography con- 
cerns that which the dust jacket claims 
is Madison’s “greatest legacy”: his active 
sponsorship of the Virginia Statute for 
Religious Freedom. Lamentably, this in- 
valuable contribution to the proper politi- 
cal and philosophical boundaries between 
state and conscience that ultimately re- 
sulted in the “disestablishment of Vir- 
ginia’s state church” is given relatively 
short shrift in this excellent addition to 
Madison scholarship. 

Finally, as a coda to the 61-year career 
in the service of freedom, Gutzman’s rec- 
ord of the circumstances of Madison’s 
death and burial is a worthwhile instruc- 
tion into the essential and inarguable dis- 
tinction between this preeminent resident 
of the American pantheon of Founders and 
those masquerading as statesmen in Wash- 
ington today. I conclude my review with 
Professor Gutzman’s evocative depiction 
of the nobility, humility, and unmatched 
contribution to his country that defined 
James Madison, Junior: 


There is no stone inscribed with Mad- 
ison’s preferred titles from among the 
long list he had earned, including Co- 
Author of the Constitution, Author of 
the Bill of Rights.... James Madison 
prescribed no monument at all. 


Which of all those candidates clamoring 
for votes, of all the elected representa- 
tives pandering to partisans, of all those 
men and women slavering over the seats 
of power, can fill these enormous shoes? 
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Student Effort 


Following the rash of destructive tornadoes 
that pummeled the Midwest and southern 
portions of the United States in February, a 
number of commendable examples of char- 
ity and volunteerism arose. In Harrisburg 
County, Illinois, for example, student vol- 
unteers from 15 different local high schools 
pitched in to help clean up. 

Over 350 students gathered at 8:30 in the 
morning at the Operation Blessing Interna- 
tional mobile command center to offer their 
services, reports WSILTV.com. They as- 
sisted in the cleanup of homes and, maybe 
more importantly, the cleanup of farmers’ 
fields. 

“With the spring season approaching, 
it’s critical that the farmer’s fields be ready 
for planting,” says Jody Herrington-Gettys, 
director of U.S. disaster relief for Opera- 
tion Blessing International, a non-profit re- 
lief organization based in Virginia Beach, 
Virginia, whose goal is to alleviate poverty 
and human suffering through various relief 
programs. “While we are also focusing on 
helping residents who have lost or damaged 
homes, we want the farmers to know they 
also have our support and we’ll do what- 
ever we can to assist them.” 

Harrisburg County students traveled the 
county in school buses and assisted farm- 
ers in various locations, proving once again 
that the goodness of America can be found 
amongst any generation. 


Driver Rescued From 


Blazing Vehicle 


Without the help of three charitable people 
and a police officer, an Easton, Massachu- 
setts, man would not have made it out of 
his fiery vehicle alive. On February 8, the 
driver was trapped in his smoky vehicle 
after driving off the road and hitting a util- 
ity pole. The rescuers managed to pull him 
from his vehicle just before it blew up in 
flames. 

Nathan Everett, one of the first two peo- 
ple to arrive at the scene of the wreck, along 
with another neighbor, told WBZ-TYV, “I 
heard a big boom and then when I came 
outside I noticed that there was smoke com- 
ing from the car.” 
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Retired military engineer Ken Bowman 
also hurried to the scene, with two home 
extinguishers. It became evident, however, 
that it was imperative to pull the driver from 
the vehicle, rather than attempt to fight the 
fire. They pulled the man out of the vehicle. 

“We had to put him out because he start- 
ed burning. It came through the dashboard, 
all the flames so we knew we had to pull 
him out,’ said Everett. 

“He put his arm out and extinguished 
that. They pulled him out and laid him 
across the street on the neighbor’s lawn,” 
said Bowman. 

Bowman’s wife videotaped the car ex- 
ploding in flames immediately after the 
driver was pulled to safety. Onlookers 
agreed that had they not acted quickly, the 
driver would have perished. 

“He wouldn’t have made it if they hadn’t 
pulled him out, the fire was that fast mov- 
ing,” said Bowman’s wife. 

When asked if the men felt like heroes, 
they said they were not. “Afterwards, all 
three of us were out there talking and we 
said, ‘we’re crazy, yeah, I guess we are,” 
said Bowman. 

The driver, who was in critical condition, 
was rushed to Boston Medical Center. His 
wife offered gratitude to the rescuers for 
their efforts. 


Like a Good Neighbor 


When an arsonist set fire to a family du- 
plex in February, six St. Paul, Minnesota, 
neighbors helped to rescue the family from 
the inferno. While the mother was down- 
stairs, her two young children, along with 
her adult daughter and her daughter’s boy- 
friend were trapped in an upstairs bedroom, 
reports TwinCities.com. 

“IT knew my daughter and the kids were 
upstairs and had no way out — and the 
stairs were on fire,’ Laura Haslach recalled. 

Fortunately, neighbors gathered out- 
side of a second-floor bedroom window. 
The two children were dropped out of the 
window into the arms of those waiting. 
One neighbor dragged a mattress out of 
his home to put under the window so that 
the children would not be harmed in the 
endeavor. 

The mother, unaware of what was hap- 


pening, ran outside hysterical, only to dis- 
cover her neighbors had already rescued the 
two youngest children. 

At that point, firefighters arrived, and 
managed to rescue the two adults trapped 
upstairs. 

Though no arrests have been made thus 
far for the arson, the family is grateful that 
their lives were spared on that day, thankful 
for their neighbors. 

In a surprisingly similar story, when a 
February fire ripped through the Noisette 
Apartments in North Charleston, South 
Carolina, trapping a mother and her two 
children inside their upstairs apartment, 
one neighbor, Reginald Curry, immediately 
rushed to their aid. 

“T was in tears. I was in tears. My heart 
just went out to her and her children,” 
neighbor Antoinette Laws, who witnessed 
the entire ordeal, told ABC News 4. 

The trapped mother yelled to her neigh- 
bor not to worry about her, but to “catch my 
baby,” said Laws. 

Curry recalls, “There were flames com- 
ing out and black smoke coming out. She 
had the baby in her hands. I ran over there 
and I told her to drop the baby. She dropped 
the baby in my hands. I caught the baby and 
I passed it on to one of my neighbors.” 

When the mother said there was one 
more child trapped inside in another room, 
Curry ran upstairs, kicked in the door, went 
inside, and grabbed the baby. 

Once the mother knew her other child 
was safe, she jumped to safety. 

Both children were burned badly, but 
survived thanks to Curry’s efforts. “There 
were pink spots all over their skin, and the 
one that was in the living room was laying 
down on the living room floor. The one that 
was laying in the living room looked like 
he was sleeping or unconscious,” explained 
Curry. 

The mother suffered from terrible burns 
as well, with skin missing from her face and 
her hair partially burned. 

Onlookers marveled at the bravery of 
Curry. 

As for Curry, he said, “TI just did some- 
thing for somebody that I would hope that 
they would do for me. We are all neighbors. 
We care about our neighbors.” i 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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The Lindbergh Baby Kidnapping Mystery 


In the case known as “the Crime of the Century,” was an innocent man railroaded to the 
electric chair? Did politics underlie both the crime and its aftermath? 
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by James Perloff 


fter Charles Lindbergh flew The 
A Spirit of St. Louis from New York 

to France in 1927, completing the 
first solo nonstop transatlantic flight, he 
became America’s most admired hero. 
“The Lone Eagle,’ as he was called, then 
helped develop aviation and married Anne 
Morrow, daughter of diplomat Dwight 
Morrow. Anne learned to fly, and she and 
Charles made spectacular intercontinen- 
tal flights together. In 1930, the first of 
their six children, Charles, Jr., was born, 
dubbed “the Eaglet” by the press. 

But tragedy struck on the windy eve- 
ning of March 1, 1932. The child was 
snatched from his second-story bedroom. 
The kidnapper(s) left a crude note de- 
manding $50,000 ransom. It bore a mys- 
terious “signature”: overlapping red and 
blue circles, and three punched holes. On 
the ground outside, police found a chisel 
and homemade three-piece ladder. 
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The Lindberghs’ Response 

As the largest manhunt in American histo- 
ry began, police and reporters swarmed the 
Lindbergh estate in Hopewell, New Jersey. 
Thousands of letters poured in from both 
well-wishers and cranks. Among these 
were notes from the kidnappers bearing 
the strange signature. These scolded Lind- 
bergh for violating their instructions not 
to involve police. The Lindberghs publicly 
pleaded for the child’s return, promising to 
meet the kidnappers’ demands. 

Because Charles Lindbergh suspected 
organized crime, his attorneys contacted 
known racketeers. The latter offered to 
make inquiries — but, they warned, the 
kidnapping didn’t seem like work of “the 
Mob,” who would have asked more than 
$50,000 for Lindbergh’s son. 

On March 8, John Condon, a retired 
New York City school principal, pub- 
lished a newspaper announcement, of- 
fering to be the intermediary for the ran- 
som exchange. Condon then received an 


Start of fame: Charles Lindbergh is pictured 
with the Spirit of St. Louis. Lindbergh made his 
historic 33-hour transatlantic flight with only a 
compass, maps, and the stars to guide him. 


anonymous message authorizing him as 
go-between, with an enclosed letter ad- 
dressed to Lindbergh. Because that let- 
ter bore the unique symbolic signature, 
Lindbergh met Condon, and accepted the 
old man as intermediary. 

Condon communicated with the kid- 
nappers through coded newspaper mes- 
sages. On the night of March 12, at the 
Bronx’s Woodlawn Cemetery, he met their 
representative, who became nicknamed 
“Cemetery John.” Condon told “John” the 
Lindberghs wanted proof his gang had the 
baby. 

A baby’s sleeping suit was mailed to 
Condon’s home. Lindbergh identified it 
as his son’s. The ransom money was gath- 
ered; though unmarked (as the kidnap- 
pers demanded), each serial number was 
recorded. 

On the night of April 2, Condon re- 
ceived ransom-drop instructions. Lind- 
bergh, with the money — and a pistol 
— drove Condon to St. Raymond’s Cem- 
etery in the Bronx, where the old man 
gave “Cemetery John” the cash in ex- 
change for a note on the baby’s location 
— the boat Nelly off Martha’s Vineyard, 
Massachusetts. Lindbergh chartered a 
seaplane and, with Coast Guard help, 
scoured the region for two days — but no 
such boat existed. 

Further newspaper messages to the kid- 
nappers went unanswered. On May 12, 
about four miles from Lindbergh’s house, 
the baby’s corpse was found in roadside 
woods by a trucker who’d stopped for a 
call of nature. However, police and vol- 
unteers had already searched this area. 
Furthermore, advanced decay suggested 
the body might have been kept someplace 
warmer — then deposited, conceivably as 
a “present” for Lindbergh. Outrage filled 
the nation. 
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The Police Response 

The police suspected an “inside job.” The 
kidnappers knew where the baby’s nursery 
was. Furthermore, the Lindberghs always 
stayed at the Morrow mansion in Engle- 
wood, New Jersey, on weekdays, while 
building their own home in distant rural 
Hopewell, where they stayed weekends as 
construction finished. On the week of the 
kidnapping, however, the baby came down 
with a cold, and the Lindberghs decided 
to remain longer at Hopewell. Without a 
tip, the kidnappers shouldn’t have known 
about this variation in routine. The baby 
was snatched on a Tuesday. 

Suspicion fell on Violet Sharp, a Mor- 
row maid. Sharp had taken Anne Lind- 
bergh’s phone call about the change in 
plans. She lied to the police about her 
whereabouts the night of the kidnap- 
ping, saying she went to the movies — 
but couldn’t recall the film or her date’s 
name. On subsequent interrogation, she 
said she actually visited a roadhouse with 
an Ernie Brinkert — but Brinkert denied it. 
After the baby’s corpse was found, Sharp 
became increasingly disturbed. When the 
police came to question her again, she was 
dead, having swallowed cyanide. Oddly, 
a different “Ernie” later corroborated her 
roadhouse alibi. Today, investigators of 
the kidnapping still debate the reason for 
Sharp’s suicide — or was it even murder? 

Another evidence of “inside help”: Po- 
lice found no fingerprints in the nursery 
— not even the child’s, his nurse’s, or the 
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Lindberghs’. Eventually, Dr. 
Erastus Hudson — pioneer 
of a silver nitrate fingerprint 
process — lifted latent prints 
from the nursery. Hudson 
stated the only explanation 
for the missing fingerprints 
was someone methodically 
wiping down the nursery 
after the abduction. It hardly seemed likely 
the kidnappers waited around to do this. 
At the time of the crime, five adults were 
in the house — Mr. and Mrs. Lindbergh, 
the baby’s nurse, the cook, and butler. 
Only the butler, Oliver Whateley, was un- 
observed during the kidnapping. And like 
Violet Sharp, Whateley died suddenly, in 
1933 of peritonitis. 

Heading the investigation was New Jer- 
sey State Police Superintendent H. Nor- 
man Schwarzkopf — father of “Stormin’ 
Norman” of Gulf War fame. A “political” 
appointee, Schwarzkopf’s only criminal 
justice experience before this position was 
as a department store floorwalker. President 
Herbert Hoover ordered federal agencies 
to assist the investigation — a process fa- 
cilitated when Congress made kidnapping 
a federal crime. J. Edgar Hoover offered 
the superior criminology resources of the 
Bureau of Investigation (BI — later called 
FBD), but Schwarzkopf refused. While some 
might commend this as keeping police in- 
dependent of federal intrusion, Schwarz- 

kopf also rejected 


The victim: The first of the ransom notes for Charles Augustus Lindbergh, Jr. bore an occult- 
looking “signature.” The writing was crude — or designed to look that way. 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


After the baby's corpse was found, Sharp 
became increasingly disturbed. When the 
police came to question her again, she was 


dead, having swallowed cyanide. 


local assistance. New Jersey’s Governor au- 
thorized the state’s most famous detective, 
Ellis Parker, to help. Known as “America’s 
Sherlock Holmes,” Parker had solved over 
200 murders. Yet Schwarzkopf declined, 
saying Parker was not in his jurisdiction. 
Since the kidnapping went unsolved for 
over two years, Schwarzkopf’s refusal of 
top resources was sharply criticized. 
Investigation focused on tracing ransom 
bills, which appeared in a trickle. Since 
most were passed in New York City — 
outside Schwarzkopf’s own jurisdiction 
— this entailed interagency cooperation. 
Tracing money was difficult, however; 
few cashiers delayed customers to check 
serial-number lists. Most was found when 
later turned in at banks, but efforts to trace 
bills to original passers either failed or lo- 
cated someone cleared of suspicion. 


A Suspect at Last 

The case broke in September 1934. A 
Bronx carpenter, Bruno Richard Haupt- 
mann, passed a $10 ransom bill at a gas 
station. Police found about $14,000 more 
in ransom money hidden in his home. 
The German-born Hauptmann told 
police he’d discovered the $14,000 in 
a box left with him in December 1933 
by an associate, Isidor Fisch, who’d 
gone to Germany where he died of 
tuberculosis. (Fisch had indeed been 
in a joint venture with Hauptmann and 
died in Germany.) Fisch’s brother was 
coming from Germany to settle the es- 
tate. Hauptmann meanwhile decided 
to spend some of the cash he’d found 
— Fisch owed him over $7,000 anyway, 
and Hauptmann said he didn’t know it 

was ransom money. 
The police, however, dismissed Haupt- 
mann’s explanation as a “Fisch story”; he 
was extradited to New Jersey for trial. In 
newspapers, the case appeared open-and- 
shut. Hauptmann had entered the United 
States as a stowaway, with a prison record 
in Germany for robberies. John Condon 
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The Lindberghs’ home in Hopewell, New Jersey, from which the baby was taken. The Lindberghs 
subsequently donated the house, which today is a home for disadvantaged boys. 


identified him as “Cemetery John.” Con- 
don’s address and phone number were 
found scrawled in Hauptmann’s closet. 
Two eyewitnesses placed Hauptmann near 
the Lindbergh residence around the time of 
the kidnapping. Handwriting experts indi- 
cated similarities between the ransom notes 
and his writing. A federal wood expert said 
a board in Hauptmann’s attic matched a rail 
in the homemade ladder left at the crime 
scene. The three-quarter-inch chisel found 
at the scene was asserted to be Haupt- 
mann’s — when police confiscated his 
tools, the prosecution said, only the three- 
quarter-inch chisel was missing. 

The prosecution claimed Hauptmann 
alone did the kidnapping, murder, and ran- 
som exchange. Brushed aside was the im- 
probability of a Bronx carpenter knowing 
about changes in the Lindberghs’ plans. 
The jury found Hauptmann guilty; he was 
sentenced to death. When Harold Hoff- 
man, New Jersey’s Republican Governor, 
learned much was wrong with the prosecu- 
tion’s case, he granted Hauptmann stays of 


evidence of “inside help”: 
und no fingerprints in the 


— not even the child's, his 


or the Lindberghs’. 
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execution while investigating — to jeers of 
newspapers, who accused the Governor of 
protecting a child murderer. Asserting in- 
nocence to the end, Hauptmann died in the 
electric chair in 1936. Then the case was 
gradually forgotten — except by Haupt- 
mann’s widow Anna, who spent nearly 60 
years seeking her husband’s vindication. 

A breakthrough came with publication 
of Scapegoat (1976) by crime reporter An- 
thony Scaduto, who examined police and 
prosecution records that had been under 
wraps for decades. 


The Players 

After World War I, food was scarce in 
Germany. Hauptmann, 19 and unable to 
find work, did turn to theft with a fellow 
ex-soldier. But after prison, he promised 
his devout mother, Paulina, it would never 
happen again. In 11 years in the United 
States before his 1934 arrest, Hauptmann 
never committed a known crime. He al- 
ways went by his middle name “Richard,” 
but newspapers called him “Bruno” — it 
sounded more ruthless. 

To her regret, Anna Haupt- 
mann was persuaded by the 
Hearst newspaper chain to en- 
gage attorney Edward Reilly. 
In exchange for exclusive inter- 
views, they would pay Reilly’s 
fee. With Hauptmann behind 
bars and Anna caring for a baby, 


the family could not afford the enormous 
defense costs — so Anna welcomed the 
proposal. Reilly, however, though once 
notable, was now an alcoholic and two 
years later landed in a mental institu- 
tion, suffering effects of syphilis. Before 
being hired, he opined that Hauptmann 
was guilty and should burn — sentiments 
echoed by the Hearst press that paid him. 
Reilly spent less than 40 minutes with 
Hauptmann before the trial, and though 
showing occasional adeptness in court, 
made mistakes that cost his client dearly. 
After one key blunder, assistant defense 
counsel Lloyd Fisher — who never doubt- 
ed Hauptmann’s innocence — shouted at 
Reilly, “You are conceding Hauptmann to 
the electric chair!” Some think Reilly was 
hired to deliberately lose; he was seen din- 
ing and boozing with prosecutors. 

New Jersey Attorney General David 
Wilentz, a powerful Democratic Party 
figure, led the prosecution. Responsibility 
should have fallen to the county prosecu- 
tor, and Wilentz had never before tried a 
criminal case. Some attribute his involve- 
ment to “ambition.” As we will see, there 
may have been another reason. 


Physical Evidence 
¢ Scaduto discovered the original New 
York police receipts for Hauptmann’s 
tools, including his three-quarter-inch 
chisel; later he found the chisel itself in 
storage at New Jersey State Police head- 
quarters in Trenton. The prosecution had 
lied about this being missing. 

¢ Hauptmann writing John Condon’s 
phone number in his closet made no sense, 
since the Hauptmanns had no phone, and 
the number was in the phone book any- 
way. New York Daily News reporter Tom 
Cassidy eventually acknowledged scrawl- 
ing it there to get a “scoop.” 

¢ Not one fingerprint linked Hauptmann 
to the crime — neither in the nursery nor 
on the 13 ransom notes. Fingerprint ex- 
pert Dr. Erastus Hudson lifted about 500 
prints (including partials) from the home- 
made ladder at the scene — but none were 
Hauptmann’s. This seemed improbable 
if — as prosecutors claimed — he built 
it. New Jersey State Police Captain John 
Lamb then asked Hudson a stunning ques- 
tion: Could fingerprints be counterfeited? 
Hudson indignantly said yes, but that 
counterfeiting was detectable. The po- 
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lice then washed the ladder clean of fin- 
gerprints, and Schwarzkopf refused to let 
the public know Hauptmann’s were never 
found on it. 

¢ Hauptmann’s shoes were confiscated 
for comparison to footprints at the crime 
scene and cemetery. The prosecution 
omitted this evidence — presumably they 
didn’t match. 

¢ The prosecution’s challenge, then, was 
something to physically link Hauptmann 
to the kidnapping. The New Jersey State 
Police took over the lease on the Haupt- 
manns’ apartment. Detective Lewis Born- 
mann — whose superior was Lamb — ac- 
tually lived there. He suddenly reported 
discovering a partially missing floorboard 
in Hauptmann’s attic — even though this 
was unnoticed in nine documented previ- 
ous searches of the attic by 37 law-enforce- 
ment agents. At the trial, the prosecution 
claimed a kidnap-ladder rail matched the 
remaining partial-board in Hauptmann’s 
attic, though of different width and depth. 
Why would Hauptmann — a professional 
carpenter with abundant lumber in his ga- 
rage — rip a board from his attic to help 
build a ladder? Nonetheless, this became 
the prosecution’s “smoking gun.” 
Changing Testimonies 
¢ Hauptmann said he worked at the Ma- 
jestic Apartments in New York City until 
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5 p.m. the day of the kidnapping. His 
supervisor Joseph Furcht confirmed this 
in a sworn affidavit with attached docu- 
mentation. But after being summoned to 
the New York District Attorney’s office, 
Furcht was no longer “positive,” and work 
records for that time vanished. 

¢ Both of the witnesses placing Haupt- 
mann near the crime scene were discred- 
itable and handsomely paid. Unknown to 
the defense, 87-year-old Amandus Hoch- 
muth was partially blind and admitted to 
prosecutors pretrial that he couldn’t iden- 
tify Hauptmann. When Governor Hoffman 
interviewed Hochmuth, he couldn’t iden- 
tify a flower vase 10 feet away. Illiterate 
Millard Whithed, labeled a chronic liar 
by neighbors, had denied to police seeing 
anything suspicious after the kidnapping 
— but came forward two years later, mo- 
tivated by reward money. 

Hauptmann had much better witness- 
es for the kidnapping time-frame. On 
Tuesdays his wife Anna worked late at 
Fredericksen’s, a New York bakery-café. 
Hauptmann always waited there for Anna, 
and sometimes walked the Fredericksens’ 
dog. Not only did the Fredericksens con- 
firm Hauptmann was there on the kidnap- 
ping evening, but August Von Henke saw 
Hauptmann walking the dog. Mistaking 
it for his own lost dog, he argued with 
Hauptmann. Louis Kiss, a bakery custom- 


er, remembered the argument. Von Henke 
and Kiss weren’t friends of Hauptmann, 
had no incentive to lie, and threatened the 
prosecution’s case. 

The day after Kiss testified, a New 
York attorney named Berko pressed him 
to change his testimony with a threat of ar- 
rest and an offer of money. Berko admitted 
his legal career was failing, but that Attor- 
ney General Wilentz offered to help him 
get a position on Manhattan special pros- 
ecutor Thomas Dewey’s staff if he could 
persuade Kiss to recant his testimony. Kiss 
informed Berko he’d told the truth in court 
and wouldn’t change it for any price. He 
summarized the incident in a sworn depo- 
sition corroborated by a witness. 

e When Hauptmann was arrested, Con- 
don declined to say he was “Cemetery 
John.” FBI agent Leon Turrou wrote: “He 
[Condon] remarked on one occasion that 
Hauptmann is not the man because he ap- 
pears to be much heavier, different eyes, 
different hair, etc.” Yet in court, after re- 
portedly being threatened with “obstruct- 
ing justice,’ Condon emphatically identi- 
fied Hauptmann as “Cemetery John.” 

e After Hauptmann’s arrest, the New 
York police gave samples of his writing to 
handwriting expert Albert D. Osborn, who 
reported they didn’t match the ransom 
notes. But after the frustrated police told 
Osborn large ransom sums were in Haupt- 
mann’s residence, Osborn requested more 
samples. The police forced Hauptmann 
to write the ransom note words dozens 
of times; “best” examples were selected. 
Osborn changed his mind, explaining in 
court that Hauptmann made the same 
spelling errors as the actual ransom notes. 
But as Scaduto revealed, the police forced 
Hauptmann to write with the spelling mis- 
takes dictated to him. 

The state paid eight handwriting ex- 
perts over $33,000 to testify that Haupt- 
mann wrote the notes. But “experts” 
testify for who pays their fee, and many 
differences in Hauptmann’s writing were 
disregarded. The defense could only af- 
ford one handwriting expert, who was 
simply outnumbered. 


The homemade three-section kidnap 
ladder, which remains controversial to this 
day, is brought to court by a state trooper. Its 
light weight suggested it was designed for 
rapid carry. 
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¢ Isidor Fisch, who Hauptmann said left 
the “money box,” had been a confidence 
man in many swindles, even swindling 
Hauptmann in their joint venture. Fisch 
was seen laundering “hot money” after the 
ransom payment, and applied for a pass- 
port the day the baby’s body was found. 
Hauptmann’s friend Hans Kloppenburg 
saw Fisch give him the box before de- 
parting for Germany. Kloppenburg told 
Anthony Scaduto that prosecutor Wilentz 
warned him: “If you say on the witness 
chair that you seen Fisch come in with the 
shoe box, you'll be arrested right away.” 
Kloppenburg testified anyway. 

e Wilentz used a partner of Isidor Fisch 
— ex-con Charlie Schleser — to spy on 
defense witnesses. Feigning friendliness 
to Hauptmann, Schleser learned about de- 
fense plans and reported to Wilentz. 


Climax 

In his summation to the jury, Wilentz de- 
manded the death penalty, calling Haupt- 
mann “a fellow that had ice water in his 
veins, not blood ... an animal lower than 
the lowest form in the animal kingdom, 
Public Enemy Number One of this world 
... no heart, no soul.” 

Wilentz’s summation violated juris- 
prudence rules by introducing new argu- 
ments; he described Hauptmann using the 
chisel to bludgeon the child in the nursery. 
Had he suggested this during normal pro- 
ceedings, the defense could have refuted 
it — the nursery had no signs of bloody 
violence. 

However, the judge, Thomas Trenchard, 
gave Wilentz leeway — as he had through- 
out the trial. The court transcript reveals 
Trenchard’s marked bias toward the prose- 
cution, overruling the defense in great dis- 
proportion. Perhaps the worst impropriety 
was his 70-minute charge to the jury, in 
which he aggressively argued for the pros- 
ecution. Reviewing the defense’s argu- 
ments point by point, Trenchard repeated, 
“Do you believe that?” By emphasizing 
the word “that,” Trenchard conveyed dis- 
dain — but helped protect himself, since 
court records didn’t include voice inflec- 
tions. 

While the jury deliberated, a mob sur- 
rounded the courthouse chanting, “Kill 
Hauptmann!” Perhaps some jurors feared 
becoming victims of mob violence unless 
their verdict was “guilty of murder in the 
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Whose interests did he represent? Bruno Richard Hauptmann (right) with his attorney Edward 
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J. Reilly. After the Hearst press paid his fee up front, Reilly showed limited interest in his client. 


first degree” — which it was. As Editor 
and Publisher declared, “‘No trial in this 
century has so degraded the administration 
of justice.” 

Hauptmann was told if he would confess, 
his death sentence would be commuted to 
life imprisonment. He refused. His spiritual 
advisor, Reverend John Matthiesen, stated: 
“T have had fifteen very intimate and soul 
searching interviews with Bruno Richard 
Hauptmann, and am convinced that he tells 
the truth.” Just before electrocution, Haupt- 
mann requested that John 14 be read to him, 
then kneeled in prayer. His final statement 
(translated from German): 


Soon I will be at home with my 
Lord, so I am dying an innocent man. 
Should, however, my death serve for 
the purpose of abolishing capital 
punishment — such a punishment 
being arrived at only by circumstan- 
tial evidence — I feel that my death 
has not been in vain. I am at peace 
with God. I repeat, I protest my in- 
nocence of the crime for which I 
was convicted. However, I die with 
no malice or hatred in my heart. The 
love of Christ has filled my soul and 
Tam happy in Him. 


In a generation no longer gripped with 
media-driven hatred of Hauptmann, An- 
thony Scaduto (and subsequent writers 
like Ludovic Kennedy) convinced many 
that the carpenter was railroaded to the 
electric chair. But if Hauptmann didn’t do 
it, who did? 


Attacking Lindbergh 

Over the last two decades, some authors 
have claimed Charles Lindbergh, or others 
in his family, killed the baby. This began 
with Crime of the Century: The Lindbergh 
Kidnapping Hoax (1993) by Gregory Ahl- 
gren and Stephen Monier, whose contempt 
for the aviator is undisguised. 

Lindbergh, known as a practical joker, 
once hid the baby from Anne as a prank. 
From that, the authors devised this scenar- 
io: Returning home from work on March 
1, 1932, Charles decided to play a joke. 
He himself climbed the ladder and took the 
baby, intending to enter the front door say- 
ing, “Look who was with me in New York.” 
But, they declare, he accidentally dropped 
the baby, killing him. Lindbergh, concerned 
only for his reputation, drove off, dumped 
the body in the woods four miles away, hur- 
ried home and wrote a fake ransom note be- 
fore the baby’s nurse returned to the nursery. 
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Their source for this? Their imagina- 
tion. Their 286-page volume has only one 
page of footnotes. This theory, like many, 
cherry-picks details that support it while 
ignoring what doesn’t. The ladder aban- 
doned at the scene didn’t belong to Lind- 
bergh and wasn’t sturdy — if he’d wanted 
a ladder, he had a strong one in his garage. 
It was dark with a gale blowing; with no 
one holding the ladder steady, it would 
have been insanity for Lindbergh to risk 
his life and his sick child’s for a joke. 

Lindbergh’s daughter Reeve says he 
was “very gentle” as a father, and he was 
unquestionably courageous. If Lindbergh 
had really dropped his son, his instinct 
would have been to seek help — not cra- 
venly dump the body in the woods. 

Many people offered to pay the ransom. 
But Lindbergh insisted on paying himself, 
selling investments at steep losses to raise 
the $50,000 (around a million dollars in 
today’s currency). If Ahlgren and Monier 
are correct, why would Lindbergh pay the 
ransom knowing the child was dead? 

Others go beyond this “prank” hypoth- 
esis. Lindbergh was a leader of the Amer- 
ica First Committee, which, 
before Pearl Harbor, tried to 
keep the United States out of 
World War II. Some Lind- 
bergh haters claim he was 
a “Nazi racial supremacist,” 
and deliberately murdered 
his son over some defect in 
health or appearance. In fact, 
Charles, Jr. was a handsome, 
healthy boy who could talk 
and run. Although less than 
two, he already attended a 
Montessori-type preschool. 
He did have rickets (not un- 
common then) and a couple 
overlapping toes — hardly 
incentives for murder. 

One year after the Ahl- 
gren-Monier book came 
Noel Behn’s Lindbergh: 
The Crime, alleging Anne’s 
sister Elisabeth had wanted 
to marry Charles and killed 
the baby out of jealousy, 
and Charles covered that 
up. Behn based this largely 
on undocumented recollec- 
tions of 93-year-old Harry 
Green — an investigator 


Dr. Erastus Hudson testified for 
the defense. Not one fingerprint 
linked Hauptmann to the 
nursery, ladder, or ransom 
notes. 


once attached to the case — even 
though he admits “Green had a 
habit pleading senility.” 

William Norris, in A Talent to 
Deceive, claimed Lindbergh’s 
brother-in-law, Dwight Mor- 
row, Jr., murdered the baby. 

These suspects, rotated like a 
game of Clue, are all Lindbergh 
family members. The theo- 
rists rely largely on the same 
“proofs.” Five trendy ones: 

1. “Why did Lindbergh call 
his LAWYER before calling the police?” 
So asks the website lindberghkidnap- 
pinghoax.com, implying legalities wor- 
ried Lindbergh more than his child. This 
question twists the truth over a technical- 
ity. While Lindbergh searched the grounds 
with a gun, he had the butler phone the 
police. Later he called his friend/attorney 
Henry Breckinridge for advice. 

2. Why didn’t Lindbergh immediately 
open the ransom note? A concerned par- 
ent would! Lindbergh knew a crime scene 
shouldn’t be disturbed, and that police 
would dust the note for fingerprints — 


Both of the witnesses placi om 
Hauptmann near the crime s 
discreditable and handso 


Unknown to the defense, 
Amandus Hochmuth was pa 
and admitted to prosecutors 


he couldn't identify Haupt: 


which they did. If Lindbergh had torn that 
note open, his critics would surely excori- 
ate his “obstructing justice.” 

3. Lindbergh kept the police from the 
ransom drop — he was hiding something! 
The kidnappers had warned Lindbergh not 
to involve police. The Lindberghs com- 
plied; their priority was the child’s life. 
Many kidnapping victims have paid ran- 
soms without even notifying authorities. 
Note the two-headed coin of Lindbergh’s 
critics — cooperating with police means 
“guilt”; so does not cooperating. 

4. Lindbergh himself wiped off the fin- 
gerprints in the nursery! The 
fingerprints of Lindbergh 
and his family would be ex- 
pected in the nursery. The 
wipedown could have only 
benefited outsiders. 

5. Lindbergh cremated the 
baby’s remains to destroy evi- 
dence! Lindbergh, the child’s 
nurse, and the child’s pedia- 
trician viewed the remains. 
An autopsy was performed. 
However, a news reporter and 
photographer gained entry to 
the mortuary, forced open the 
casket, and photographed the 
remains. Realizing their baby 
would never escape paparazzi 
exploitation, the Lindberghs 
respectfully decided to cre- 
mate, and scattered the ashes 
from an airplane. 

Let the arbiter be Anna 
Hauptmann, who fought 
for six decades to exoner- 
ate her husband. Though 
Ahlgren and Monier took 
blame off him in promot- 
ing their claim, Anna said 
she was “outraged” another 
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id eight handwriting experts 
00 to testify that Hauptmann 


notes. But “experts” testify for 
it fee, and many differences in 
lann s writing were disregarded. 


book was exploiting the tragedy. Her at- 
torney, Robert Bryan, called their book 
“reckless” and “full of errors.” 


Why Lindbergh? 

In 1992’s Republican presidential prima- 
ries, Pat Buchanan was the leading oppo- 
nent to George Bush, Sr. Buchanan delib- 
erately revived Lindbergh’s cry “America 
First” while challenging the intervention- 
ism of neocons in Bush’s administration. 
This battle continued in 1993-94 (when 
the Ahlgren-Monier and Behn books ap- 
peared), as patriots fought to keep Amer- 
ica out of NAFTA and the World Trade 
Organization. Joining those entanglements 
devastated American manufacturing and 
sent millions of jobs overseas. 

No one had symbolized “isolationism” 
more than Lindbergh. And his father, 
U.S. Congressman Charles Lindbergh, 
Sr., was a chief opponent of our entering 
World War I and bitterly fought the Fed- 
eral Reserve Act, which he prophesied 
would benefit a few bankers while plagu- 
ing average Americans with inflation and 
economic despair. 

In the 1990s, globalists of the Council 
on Foreign Relations (CFR) — whose 
members dominate key positions in both 
Republican and Democratic administra- 
tions — envisioned a “new world order’ 
where America would yield sovereign- 
ty to a NAFTA-based North American 
Union and engage in endless foreign 
interventions. They also thirsted for bil- 
lions in bailout dollars for their multina- 
tional banks and corporations. Since these 
bailouts would come largely from “fiat” 
money (created from nothing by the U.S. 
Federal Reserve), working Americans 
would pay for the bailouts through soar- 
ing inflation. 

These schemes required manipula- 
tion of public opinion. The name “Lind- 
bergh” symbolized opposition to them. 
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And since the aviator was 
still emblazoned as a hero, 
now was the time to destroy 
his image. New books would 
repaint “the Lone Eagle” as 
“the Nazi who murdered his 
own son.” 

In 2002, President Bush 
appointed Stephen Moni- 
er U.S. Marshal for New 
Hampshire. 


A New Theory 

According to the FBI’s files on the kidnap- 
ping (released in 1999), gangster Johnny 
Torrio, Al Capone’s mentor, “expressed 
his opinion to the Intelligence Unit agents 
that the Lindbergh baby was not kid- 
napped for ransom ... that the baby was 
kidnapped and subsequently murdered by 
someone who had a grouch against Lind- 
bergh and it was purely a case of personal 
vengeance.” 

Logic dictates the kidnapping wasn’t 
about $50,000. That was a lot in 1932 — 
but there were many wealthier families 
whom the public never heard of. To take 


Lindy’s kid for money would be foolish 
— the whole country would be after you. 

Besides inside knowledge of the Lind- 
berghs’ plans, much evidence suggested 
conspiracy. Several police officers at- 
tempted to reenact the abduction single- 
handedly, yet none succeeded — even 
with a sturdier ladder in daylight. Lind- 
bergh and Condon believed they saw look- 
outs at the cemeteries. Ransom money still 
appeared after Hauptmann’s arrest. Ellis 
Parker — considered New Jersey’s best 
detective — independently found another 
suspect. But ironically it was Parker who 
went to prison; in seizing the suspect, it 
was charged he’d violated the new federal 
kidnapping law! 

The prosecution suppressed all evi- 
dence of conspiracy, claiming Hauptmann 
acted alone. Wilentz’ insistence on the 
death penalty, not life imprisonment, made 
little sense, given the meager evidence. If 
really guilty, in prison Hauptmann might 
eventually reveal how the crime was done, 
or name accomplices. Electrocution made 
this impossible. Was Hauptmann made a 
patsy to protect someone? 


Charles, age eight, with his Congressman father: 
To define their stand on foreign policy, both 
Lindberghs used the phrase “America First’— 
which former CFR member Chester Ward said is 
the most despised phrase in the CFR. 
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The trial’s injustices — involving the 
prosecution, judge, and some police offi- 
cers — suggest a powerful hand at work. 
Lindbergh was popular, but lacked the 
wealth and political influence to com- 
promise an entire justice system. Could 
the kidnapping, and eventual smearing of 
Lindbergh as perpetrator, both trace to the 
Lindberghs’ enemies? 

In his new book The Lindbergh Baby 
Kidnap Conspiracy, Professor Alan Mar- 
lis, who taught for 35 years at City Uni- 
versity of New York, believes James P. 
Warburg was behind the kidnapping. A 
prominent banker and member of Presi- 
dent Franklin D. Roosevelt’s “brain trust,” 
Warburg is perhaps best remembered for 
telling a Senate subcommittee in 1950 we 
would have world government “by con- 
quest or consent.” He was the son of Fed- 
eral Reserve architect Paul Warburg. 

Marlis’ book, currently available only 
from the McNally Jackson Bookstore in 
New York City, is clearly a self-published 
manuscript, but demonstrates extensive 
research. Marlis describes a context of 
sudden deaths for enemies of the FDR- 
Federal Reserve crowd: 

¢ Walter Liggett, speechwriter for Lind- 
bergh, Sr., was murdered in 1935 — a case 
never solved. 

¢ In 1936, Louisiana politician Huey 
Long, possibly FDR’s biggest reelection 
threat, was assassinated — an incident still 
controversial. 

¢ Louis McFadden, the Fed’s chief con- 
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gressional critic, survived two attempts on 
his life before dying suddenly, also in 1936. 

¢ After triggering the Great Depression, 
“establishment” bankers wanted Roosevelt 
elected as President in 1932 to spawn an 
era of government borrowing, erosion of 
the Constitution, and moves toward world 
government. Lindbergh’s father-in-law, 
Dwight Morrow, now Republican Senator 
for New Jersey, was touted as a possible 
presidential candidate. In October 1931, 
Morrow, 58 and fit, attended a charity din- 
ner hosted by Lehman Brothers — heavy 
backers of FDR. (Herbert Lehman was 
Roosevelt’s Lieutenant Governor in New 
York and signed the papers extraditing 
Hauptmann to New Jersey.) After the din- 
ner, Morrow returned home — and died 
that night. Thus vanished a remaining 
hope for the Republicans, whom newspa- 
pers blamed for the Depression. 

In 1932, one man still posed a threat 
to FDR’s election — Charles Lindbergh. 
Lindy was too young constitutionally to 
run for President, but his popularity was 
so universal that his active presence alone 
might have kept Republican hopes alive. 
But five months after Morrow’s sudden 
death, Lindbergh’s baby was murdered — 
effectively removing the grieving father 
from the political scene. Some of the links 
Marlis draws to James Warburg: 

¢ The Lindberghs and Warburgs had 
what Marlis calls a “blood feud.” In 1913, 
Charles Lindbergh, Sr. tried to stop cre- 
ation of the Federal Reserve — which Paul 


Anew book blames him: James P. Warburg sits 
before the Senate Banking Committee in April 
1935, about two months after Hauptmann was 
sentenced. The friction between Warburg and 
Charles Lindbergh echoed that of their fathers. 


Warburg, its first vice-chairman, had de- 
signed. In 1917, Lindbergh tried to have 
Warburg, as well as FDR’s uncle Frederic 
Delano, impeached from the Federal Re- 
serve Board. According to Marlis, Lind- 
bergh “Jew-baited” Warburg at the Fed 
chairman hearings; Paul told his son, and 
the insult wasn’t forgotten. 

¢ In 1941, the fathers’ feud continued 
between the sons. James Warburg helped 
found and finance the Freedom First Com- 
mittee to oppose Lindbergh’s America 
First Committee, debated Lindbergh at 
Madison Square Garden, and publicly de- 
nounced him. 

e Paul Warburg died less than two 
months before the kidnapping. 

¢ The police had suspected the crime 
was an inside job. The governess in James 
Warburg’s household was the sister of the 
Morrows’ seamstress, Marguerite Junge, 
who knew about the Lindberghs’ change 
of plans. Junge’s alibi for the kidnapping 
night: She was “out riding” with Red 
Johnsen — boyfriend of the baby’s nurse. 

¢ In April 1932 Gust after the kidnap- 
ping and ransom payment), James War- 
burg took a two-month trip to Europe. 

¢ Warburg’s estate was in Greenwich, 
Connecticut — the town where the very 
first Lindbergh ransom gold certificate 
was passed, by a well-dressed woman at 
a bakery. The cashier, checking the serial- 
number list, exclaimed it was Lindbergh 
ransom money. The woman snatched it 
back and ran outside into a chauffeured 
sedan — which police unsuccessfully 
searched for. 

Dr. Marlis makes an interesting case, 
but also seems to draw some unnecessary 
inferences from coincidences. Warburg or- 
dering the kidnapping cannot be proven. 
As with Hauptmann, fairness should ne- 
gate “convicting” him on circumstantial 
evidence. 

This article could not address many 
facets of this still-debated case. For those 
interested in more, good starts are Antho- 
ny Scaduto’s Scapegoat, Lloyd Gardner’s 
balanced The Case That Never Dies, and 
www.lindberghkidnap.proboards.com. 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Right in the Chest 


The Fox affiliate out of Cleveland reported 
on February 24 that a homeowner shot a 
would-be burglar in the chest. The suspect 
was in the process of breaking into the 
house at approximately 11:30 p.m. when 
the homeowner heard the suspect trying to 
pry open a door. The 78-year-old home- 
owner quickly grabbed his .32-caliber gun 
and fired it in the direction of the noise. 
The shot hit the criminal in his torso, seri- 
ously injuring him. The wounded thug was 
described by the police report as a juvenile 
offender. The report also stated that when 
authorities arrived at the scene, they found 
a handgun, a pry bar, and a headscarf next 
to the injured perpetrator, who was also 
wearing a holster. 


Head Shot! 


The Highline Times (Washington state) re- 
ported that a homeowner shot an intruder 
in the head on the evening of February 21. 
The eerie scenario unfolded like so many 
home break-ins where a criminal brazenly 
knocks on a door to try to get the person 
inside to give them an easy opening. The 
astute homeowner knew something was 
suspicious and did not answer the door. 
Undeterred, the aspiring robber began 
ringing the doorbell. The homeowner still 
did not answer the door, hoping that who- 
ever it was would go away. Unfortunately, 
the next noise the homeowner heard was 
the slider breaking on his back door. 

The male homeowner was upstairs in 
his bedroom and quickly armed himself 
with a handgun while calling 911. The 
homeowner readied his weapon and pre- 
pared himself for the criminal who was 
now entering into his home. At some 
point thereafter, the homeowner fired his 
weapon once, striking the suspect in the 
head. Amazingly, the suspect is expected 
to survive the head wound, and police are 
looking for another accomplice who they 
said might have fled the scene. 


Speaking From Experience 


The CBS affiliate out of Chicago reported 
on February 17 that a woman who suc- 
cessfully used her firearm in self-defense 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
: [Eee OEE. 


is now a public advocate for a new law 
expanding the right to concealed carry in 
the state of Illinois. 

The woman, who asked that her last 
name not be disclosed and only went by 
“Radie,” told CBS that she still has night- 
mares almost a year after she opened fire 
on two men who were breaking into her 
home. “I pray every night that there is no 
one out there waiting to try to rob me or 
attack me,” the woman told CBS. “There 
are so many things that are going through 
your mind at that time.” 

The encounter began when Radie was 
in her kitchen cooking when she heard the 
sound of glass breaking. She ran to see 
what was happening and encountered a 
crazed man armed with a tire iron. With 
blood pumping through her veins and her 
heart racing a mile a minute, she reacted 
on instinct and retrieved her pistol. “I just 
thank the Lord that I’ve had a gun since I 
was 21 and that I learned how to shoot,” 
she told CBS. She opened fire on the tire- 
iron-wielding lunatic and his accomplice, 
fatally injuring one of them. 

Now, Radie has taken to publicly sup- 
porting a bill that would give Illinois resi- 
dents the right to carry concealed hand- 
guns and protect themselves outside of 
their homes. “We are responsible adults 
and we can think rationally,” Radie said, 
telling CBS she plans to make public 
speeches in support of the legislation. 


Homeowner Kills Intruder 
With His Own Gun 


On February 13, a man who was home in 
Antioch, California, with his seven-year- 
old son was the victim of a break-in. The 
San Francisco Chronicle reported that the 
man was startled by the noise of an intrud- 
er kicking in his front door. The homeown- 
er charged at the invading criminal and 
jumped him. The two struggled, and the 
homeowner was able to grab the burglar’s 
semiautomatic handgun. The homeowner 
fired the weapon three times into the crim- 
inal’s upper torso, killing him. 

The police arrested one woman they 
found hiding in the bushes nearby, and 
they believe that others were involved 


who fled the scene at the first sign of 
resistance. The dead intruder was later 
identified as an 18-year-old with a known 
criminal history. 


Came in Through the Roof 


The New York Daily News reported that 
some robbers who thought they were being 
innovative ended up on the receiving end 
of a shotgun blast. The incident occurred 
in Jamaica, Queens, where burglars cut 
through the roof of a food market on March 
13. Unbeknownst to the inventive crimi- 
nals, a maintenance worker armed with a 
12-gauge shotgun was awaiting them on the 
inside. The worker actually was in a crawl 
space in the manager’s office that he rou- 
tinely uses to take breaks and naps. He had 
armed himself with the store shotgun and 
was in hiding when the criminals entered 
the store. One of the criminals opened the 
crawlspace only to receive a blast right in 
the chest. The maintenance worker fired 
the shotgun, killing one of the burglars and 
sending the other fleeing for his life. The 
authorities said that the incident appears 
to be a valid case of self-defense. “At this 
point, the shooting appears to be justified,” 
law enforcement told the Daily News. 


Good Neighbor 


The CBS affiliate in Longview, Texas, re- 
ported on a case where a neighbor inter- 
vened in a home robbery. It happened in 
early March when police say a neighbor 
heard a commotion at a nearby home and 
went to investigate. Once he arrived on the 
scene, he discovered the back door was 
kicked in. Fortunately, the neighbor was 
smart enough to arm himself before going 
to investigate and had his pistol on him. He 
entered the home and discovered two men 
inside. One of the robbers had a handgun, 
and he traded shots with the neighbor. A 
shootout ensued. The neighbor ended up 
hitting the burglar in the ankle. The un- 
armed burglar fled the scene. When police 
arrived, they discovered the injured bur- 
glar inside the home and had him trans- 
ported to a hospital, where he was listed 
with non-life threatening injuries. Hi 

— PATRICK KREY 
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The Real Problem Is 


ObamaCompulsion 


ITEM: The Los Angeles Times for March 
20 reported: “As President Obama and 
his allies gear up to defend the landmark 
healthcare law he signed two years ago, 
they confront an unforgiving math prob- 
lem: Just a tiny fraction of Americans has 
experienced a major benefit from the law.” 

The Times noted: “Fewer than 50,000 
people now benefit from new high-risk 
insurance plans designed to help Ameri- 
cans who had been denied coverage for 
preexisting medical conditions. Just 
228,000 small businesses took advantage 
of new tax credits designed to help pro- 
vide health coverage to their employees, 
far less than the 4.4 million that had been 
hoped.” The following was highlighted as 
one of the best points the newspaper could 
find: “Other benefits have had a slightly 
greater impact. About 2.5 million young 
Americans have been able to stay on their 
parents’ health plans.” 
Item: The Washington Post editorialized 
on March 19: “One of the most promising 
cost-control measures in the new health- 
care law is an entity called the Indepen- 
dent Payment Advisory Board, or IPAB. 
To be launched in 2015, IPAB will have 
the authority, if growth in heath-care costs 
exceeds a certain target, to recommend 
changes to the Medicare program. Those 
changes would take effect automatically 
unless Congress came up with equivalent 
savings elsewhere.” 
ITEM: In a speech to the American Medi- 
cal Association in Chicago on June 15, 
2009, President Barack Obama declared 
that “no matter how we reform health 
care, we will keep this promise: If you like 
your doctor, you will be able to keep your 
doctor. Period. If you like your health care 
plan, you will be able to keep your health 
care plan. Period. No one will take it away. 
No matter what.” 
CORRECTION: Experience is often said to 
be the best teacher. Considering what it 
costs, it should be. 

The experience to be realized with 
ObamaCare is just starting to roll in. The 
promise that it would cost “only” $900 bil- 
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Not on their own: Under ObamaCare college-age adults can stay on their parents’ health insurance. 
This new mandate is not only causing a significant rise in insurance premiums nationwide, it is 
meant to reduce responsibility for people who can fight wars, sign contracts, and get married. 


lion or so over a decade was, as expected, 
fraudulent. The most recent official esti- 
mate has reached $1.76 trillion and that 
is likely too low as well. Already crushed 
with debt, the United States can’t afford 
more of this experience. 

Despite mountains of evidence that ef- 
fectively nationalizing one-sixth of the 
economy would lead to higher price tags, 
inferior care, a loss of jobs, greater de- 
pendence on the state, and more federal 
coercion, the mass media in general and 
the Democrats and President Obama in 
particular have refused to back away from 
their specious claims. 

Barack Obama and other supporters of 
what has become known as ObamaCare 
assured one and all that this plan would 
bring down the cost of premiums by 
$2,500, but that all Americans could keep 
their own health coverage if they wanted 
to do so. Not so, says the evidence that is 
already at hand. The cost of family premi- 
ums has already jumped by almost $1,700 
under Obama, up 9 percent in 2011 alone 
(as noted by Kaiser Health News and the 
New York Times). Other studies show an 
even more significant increase. Mean- 
while, the non-partisan Congressional 
Budget Office (CBO) said in March that as 
many as 20 million Americans could lose 
their coverage because of ObamaCare. 
Another private report has concluded that 
30 percent of employers are likely to cease 
offering health insurance to their workers 
after most of ObamaCare is implemented 
in 2014. 


Mitch McConnell (R-Ky.), the Sen- 
ate Republican leader, has outlined a few 
more of the problems that have been cre- 
ated. Not only will ObamaCare not stem 
the rising costs, it is “now expected to in- 
crease health care spending by more than 
a quarter of a trillion dollars, and federal 
health care spending and subsidies by 
nearly $400 billion. Health care premiums 
for American families are expected to sky- 
rocket by $2,100 per year.” 

That is not all, since the law has an even 
wider effect on the country than on just the 
cost of premiums. The director of the CBO 
has acknowledged, observed the Senator, 
that another result of ObamaCare will be 


800,000 fewer jobs over the next dec- 
ade. One recent private sector analy- 
sis concluded that the President’s 
health care law is “arguably the big- 
gest impediment to hiring, particu- 
larly hiring of less skilled workers.” 

States have their own challenges. 
Many couldn’t afford federal health 
care mandates before ObamaCare 
mandated dramatic increases in Med- 
icaid rolls — and the costs to pay for 
it. Needless to say, even if states are 
able to meet the costs of covering as 
many as 25 million more Medicaid 
patients, the quality of care for those 
who rely on Medicaid would almost 
certainly suffer. 


All of this was predictable — and was in 
fact foreseen by those who didn’t have their 


41 


AP Images 


glasses tinged by the rosy shades of social- 
ized medicine. It is instructive, however, to 
look at what we were told by the left-wing 
media mavens who have long plumped 
for a government healthcare takeover. The 
Virginia-based Media Research Center of- 
fers a telling collection (including videos 
of the culprits), which can only be hinted 
at here for space reasons. Well before the 
President’s election, noted an MRC report, 
the liberal media was 


campaigning hard for passage of the 
most liberal version of health care 
reform as a cure-all elixir to all of 
America’s health problems. First, 
they pitched the public on the des- 
perate need to, as ABC’s Dr. Tim 
Johnson demanded, fix America’s 
“national shame” of no universal 
coverage... 

Then they ignored the history of 
Medicare, Medicaid and every other 
entitlement program as they praised 
the liberal plan as fiscally prudent 
with reporters like CBS’s Maggie 
Rodriguez ludicrously proclaiming 
it would “actually reduce the deficit” 
and save “billions.” 

However, it wasn’t enough to hype 
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the plan, but also to lionize and en- 
courage its supporters. ABC’s Diane 
Sawyer hailed Nancy Pelosi’s ef- 
forts to pass the politically unpopu- 
lar ObamaCare as “an epic blend of 
persuasion, muscle and will.’ NBC’s 
Andrea Mitchell urged Democratic 
Congressman Elijah Cummings to 
deliver a win for Obama on the issue: 
“You've got to get this for him.” 


The media campaign was an extensive one, 
hitting Americans from any number of di- 
rections. Geoffrey Dickens continued for 
the MRC’s “NewsBusters” on March 20: 


Of course, anyone who dared oppose 
Pelosi and her Democratic colleagues 
was demonized. When outraged vot- 
ers started showing up at townhall 
meetings, at Tea Party rallies and on 
Capitol Hill, they were derided as 
“ugly” by CBS’s Chip Reid and even 
sexist and racist. MSNBC’s Chris 
Matthews obnoxiously pondered if 
ObamaCare opponents were “really 
angry about ... an African American 
president and a woman Speaker?” 
Matthews’ MSNBC colleague, Ed 
Schultz, went as far as to absurdly ac- 


Senate Minority Leader Mitch 
McConnell has justifiably 
chastised ObamaCare, 

pointing to its doubling in cost 
projections, saying that “rather 
than solving the most pressing 
problems in the old system, 
Obamacare has made many of 
those problems far worse.” He 
admits, though, that Republicans 


do not have a consensus about 
how to fix the problems. 
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cuse the GOP of wanting to commit 
mass murder ...: “The Republicans 
lie! They want to see you dead!”” 


The pro-statist media campaign contin- 
ues apace. The Los Angeles Times is be- 
moaning that not enough of the presumed 
positive aspects of ObamaCare will have 
kicked before the election. 

For all of this effort, much of the pub- 
lic still hasn’t fallen for the bait, much 
less taken it hook, line, and sinker. Fully 
75 percent of Americans, according to a 
recent USA Today poll, believe the indi- 
vidual mandate of ObamaCare is uncon- 
stitutional. 

Nevertheless, supporters such as the 
Washington Post (see the cited edito- 
rial above) even sing the praises of the 
prospective healthcare rationing panel 
(though not calling it that, of course). 

Two GOP Senators, among others, are 
much less sanguine about the results of 
handing over so much authority to the 
appointed experts of this so-called re- 
form board. The board is but one aspect, 
albeit a key one, of the entire package of 
ObamaCare. As aptly noted by Iowa Sena- 
tor Steve King and South Carolina Senator 
Jim DeMint: 


IPAB is one of the most obnoxious 
parts of Obamacare: The unelected, 
unaccountable board of “experts” 
who effectively will be able to de- 
cide which patients can receive 
which treatments at what costs and 
from which doctors. The essence of 
Obamacare is government rationing 
of people’s access to medicine: IPAB 
bureaucrats are the rationers. 

So we are as adamantly opposed to 
IPAB as we are to the rest of Obama- 
care — from the individual mandate 
to the abortion-pill requirement to the 
multi-trillion-dollar price tag. 

But IPAB is not distinct from 
Obamacare; it’s an inextricable part 
of the whole. As such, it should be re- 
pealed as part of the whole. The same 
holds true for attempts to surgically 
extract out the attack on religious 
freedom, the individual mandate and 
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the financially unsustainable CLASS 
Act long-term care entitlement. 


The Senators rightly maintain that merely 
getting rid of sections of ObamaCare in 
order to “render the cataclysmic merely 
disastrous” would undermine the overall 
cause “of liberty and repeal.” 

Those who have been hoping to find 
bright spots to sell to the skeptical elector- 
ate have been hard-pressed to find many. 
Still, administration allies have been try- 
ing to attract votes, the Washington Times 
has noted, by homing in on “extending 
parents’ [health insurance] plans to cover 
young adults.” 

These young adults go all the way to 
age 26. Such Americans have long had 
the right to buy health coverage, though 
many healthy ones chose not to purchase 
such coverage. ObamaCare of course is 
not about choice — but rather about co- 
ercion. The government has to take before 
it can give. And even in the halcyon days 
of hope and change, someone has to foot 
the bill for government mandates. It turns 
out that virtually 20 percent of the overall 
recent increase in health premiums comes 
from mandating that such “children” be 
included on their parents’ plans, accord- 
ing to Kaiser Health News. 

By such an age, Einstein had written 
five major research papers and introduced 
his theory of relativity; Napoleon had con- 
quered Italy; Alexander was in control of 
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his armies; Hannibal was commander-in- 
chief; Michelangelo had created the Pieta; 
Eli Whitney had invented the cotton gin; 
and Charles Lindbergh had flown solo 
across the Atlantic. Today, one gathers, it 
is considered a success story if the govern- 
ment renders adult offspring more depen- 
dent on parents and parents more reliant 
on the whims of Washington bureaucrats. 

However, the fact that some chose 
to remain uninsured was used as an ex- 
cuse to institute a massive plan that, inter 
alia, will force all Americans to purchase 
health insurance under threat of a substan- 
tial fine. It’s not just unconstitutional and 
economically calamitous, but it is also a 
decree based on spurious reckoning. This 
has been ably pointed out by Douglas 
Holtz-Eakin and Vernon Smith in the Wall 
Street Journal. (The former is a one-time 
director of the Congressional Budget Of- 
fice and president of the American Action 
Forum; Smith is a professor of econom- 
ics at Chapman University and the 2002 
Nobel laureate in economics.) As they put 
it in the Journal on March 20: 


In reality, the mandate has almost 
nothing to do with cost-shifting. The 
targeted population — the young, 
healthy and not poor who choose to 
forgo coverage — has a minimal role 
in the $43 billion of uncompensated 
health-care costs. In 2008, for exam- 
ple (the latest figures available), the 


Department of Health and Human 
Service’s Medical Expenditure Panel 
Survey showed that the uncompen- 
sated care of the mandate’s targeted 
population was no more than $12.8 
billion — a tiny one-half of 1% of 
the nation’s $2.4 trillion in over- 
all health-care costs. The insurance 
mandate cannot reasonably be justi- 
fied on the ground that it remedies 
costs imposed on the system by the 
voluntarily uninsured. 


AS we write, the justices of the Supreme 
Court are about to hear arguments that go 
to the underlying principle and premise of 
this law. Can Americans be forced to pur- 
chase a good or service? Can the central 
government require free people to take part 
in some particular form of commerce so 
that it can then manage their actions? Even 
the attorneys for the Congress have admit- 
ted that the mandate is “unprecedented.” 

Ilya Shapiro, a senior fellow in consti- 
tutional studies at the Cato Institute and 
editor-in-chief of the Cato Supreme Court 
Review, has observed that this goes well be- 
yond even what the court permitted during 
ground-breaking New Deal cases. “More 
than regulating or prohibiting some sort of 
economic activity,’ he wrote in the Philadel- 
phia Inquirer, “the federal government for 
the first time is mandating that individuals 
engage in the very commerce that then be- 
comes subject to congressional regulation.” 

For all of the other details, important 
though they are, the underlying impor- 
tance of the ObamaCare case before the 
Supreme Court is whether the United 
States will have a federal government of 
“few and defined” powers, as James Madi- 
son and the other Framers established, or 
whether our would-be masters can lawful- 
ly order that Americans purchase a gov- 
ernment-approved health insurance plan. 
If the latter is upheld, the very nature of 
our government will be altered, the heart 
of the Constitution cracked, and a perilous 
precedent set for further usurpations. 

At its root, this issue is not about health- 
care or insurance coverage — this is a 
showdown on American liberty. Hi 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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THE !,\5 WORD 


BY Kurt WILLIAMSEN 


Convenience, Contraception, and Hypocrisy 


ne of the definitions of 
the word “convenient” is 
“causing little trouble or 


work.” For instance, it may be con- 
venient to order a take-out dinner 
rather than making dinner oneself. 
And convenience is one of the hall- 
marks of American society. 

Physical convenience is generally 
a wonderful thing — with increases 
in societal obesity being one of its 
very few negatives. 

Moral convenience, on the other 
hand, often has disastrous conse- 
quences. According to the Centers 
for Disease Control’s “2010 Sexually Transmitted Diseases 
Surveillance,” there are 19 million new infections of sexually 
transmitted gonorrhea, chlamydia, and syphilis each year in the 
United States, which cost $17 billion to treat. That’s $17 billion 
just to treat these three diseases — when it’s possible to treat 
them, that is. 

Gonorrhea, which causes pelvic inflammation and infertility 
in women and groin pain and difficulty urinating in men, can 
get into the joints and be fatal; it is also becoming increasingly 
drug resistant. Chlamydia has similar effects but isn’t consid- 
ered fatal. Syphilis can cause heart abnormalities, mental disor- 
ders, blindness, and death. 

Then there are all the other STDs: HIV, human papillomavi- 
rus, herpes, genital warts, hepatitis, shigella, MRSA, giardia- 
sis, cryptosporidiosis, amoebiasis, and scabies. There are about 
47,000 new diagnoses of HIV made each year, with a lifetime 
cost for each person conservatively estimated at $379,668. 

And just as it is completely hypocritical for the “progressive” 
Left to aim to limit the eating choices of people to lessen the 
prevalence of obesity and reduce healthcare costs while at the 
same time celebrating promiscuous sex, it is equally hypocritical 
for Christian institutions to rail against being forced to provide 
contraception for employees, because, as Catholic Cardinal Timo- 
thy Dolan said, it “violates their conscience” and constitutional 
protections, while at the same time backing taxpayer-funded “uni- 
versal healthcare,” which blatantly violates Christian teaching and 
individuals’ rights. (Timothy Dolan is the president of the United 
States Conference of Catholic Bishops, which does both.) 

All government-provided universal healthcare is intended 
by religious groups to take money from some taxpayers to pay 
for others’ healthcare costs. It’s justified as “providing for the 
poor and downtrodden, as Jesus would do” and as a “right of all 
people.” Of course, such proclamations completely disregard 
two main tenets upon which Christianity rests: Thou shalt not 
covet thy neighbors’ goods, and thou shalt not steal. They also 
represent a flawed view of “rights.” 

Covetousness is to envy what others have and to want it. 
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American Catholic bishops clearly 
want the wealth that some Ameri- 
cans have earned, and the bishops 
envy the services the earners can 
buy with their wealth. And bishops 
want to take wealth through the 
force of government, which arrests 
and imprisons those who don’t pay 
what it demands — this is clearly 
a coercive taking of others’ money, 
hence it’s stealing. And because 
the bishops covet others’ wealth so 
greatly, they attempt to justify their 
theft by calling healthcare a “right.” 

Two things about this new asser- 
tion of rights: Even the poor in this country have far greater 
wealth and access to healthcare than the poor in many other 
countries, so if healthcare is indeed a human right, logically 
everyone in this country, including the poor, should be forced to 
fund healthcare for all people, so everyone has equal access to 
healthcare. And if a governmental mandate, such as providing 
healthcare, imposes a burden on anyone — such as taking a doc- 
tor’s time without proper remuneration, taking the wages from 
someone who earned it to give to someone who didn’t earn it, 
or decreasing the quality of healthcare of one person so that an- 
other has better healthcare — that mandate is not only immoral, 
it cannot be a right because it is violating someone else’s liberty 
and his right to pursue his happiness and is, in effect, making 
one person a slave to another. 

The push by Catholic bishops for government-provided uni- 
versal healthcare is obviously done as a matter of mere conve- 
nience. Besides ignoring two of the 10 Commandments, the list 
of clues that this is true includes the following facts: 

¢ Catholic hospitals want taxpayers to fund their charitable 
care; 

¢ To justify universal healthcare, Catholics must ignore an- 
other main tenet of their faith called subsidiarity, which teaches 
that when something can be performed effectively at the local 
level, it should stay at the local level. Hundreds of years of his- 
tory decisively prove that central government intervention in 
healthcare leads to poorer care and increased rationing. (Does 
anyone really believe that adding more than 150 new healthcare 
federal missions and boards under ObamaCare will have a posi- 
tive impact on healthcare’s biggest problem: high costs?); 

¢ The church is ignoring its own teaching that welfare is a 
province of the church, not the State, and ignoring the fact that 
when States are given almost unlimited power and discretion to 
do good for people, they are also given power to do bad. And 
all-powerful centralized governments rarely share power with 
religious groups; they abolish the groups or take them over — 
hence the insurance mandate. 

Again, moral convenience has its price. Ml 


Cardinal 
Timothy Dolan 
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